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The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D,, offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, we bless Thee for every evidence of Thy re-
membrance of our needs, for Thy care over us. So enable us
to understand our dependence upon Thee that whatever we
undertake we shall undertake for Thy glory as well as for the
good of our loved country. Be very near to us In every de-
liberation. Guide our thoughts, influence our conduct, and so
help us always te walk in paths of Thine own direction, to
the glory of Thy great name. We ask in Jesus’ name. Amen,

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Monday, March 24, 1924, when,
on request of Mr. Currtis and by unanimous consent, the further
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FEOM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Haltl-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6553) to
provide for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels seld within the Distriet
of Columbia, and for other purposes; requested a conference
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the twoe Houses
thereon, and that Mr. ZrtaLaan, Mr, LanmperT, and Mr, BLaNTOoN
were appointed managers on the part of the House at the con-
ference. :

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled bill (8. 214) for the rellef of The’ Ol1d
National Bank of Martinsburg, Martinsburg, W. Va., and it was
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore.

CONDITION OF RAILEOAD EQUIPMENT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Chairman of the Interstate Commerce
Commission, transmitfing, in compliance with the provisions
of Senate Resolution 438, agreed to February, 26, 1923, a report
for the month of February, 1924, showing the condition of
railroad equipment and related information, which was referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

FRED A. GOSNELL AND ESTATE OF RICHARD C. LAPPIN.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate 1 com-
munication from the Assistant Secretary of Commerce, trans-
mitting draft of a proposed bill for the relief of Fred A. Gos-
nell, former disbursing clerk, Bureau of the Census, and the
estate of Richard C. Lappin, former supervisor of the fourteenth
decennial census for the Territery of Hawail, and special
disbursing agent, in the settiement of certain accounts, which
the department reconimends be enacted into law, which, with
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on
Claims.

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- |

munication from the Acting Secretary of Labor, fransmitting,
pursuant to law, a schedule of miscellaneous papers of the
Bureaus of Labor Statistics, Immigration, and Naturalization
not needed in the conduet of business and having no permanent
value or historie interest, and asking for action looking to
their disposition, which was referred to a Joint Select Com-
mittee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive
Departments. The President pro tempore appointed Mr. Boram
and Mr, Jones of New Mexico members of the committee on
the part of the Senate, and ordered that the Secretary notify
the House of Representatives thereof.
DEFICIENCY RILL—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr, WARREN. I submit a conference report on the first
deficiency appropriation bill, H. R. 7449, and move that the
‘Senate agree to the report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will bhe read
before the request for present consideration is submitted to
the Senate.

The report was read as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
¥449) making appropriations to supply deficiencles in eertain
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and
prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropriations for
the fiscal year ending Jume 30, 1924, and for other purposes,
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having met, after full and free conference have agreed to
;feﬁommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
ollows :

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 14,
15, 18, 23, 86, and 37.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 18,
10, 17, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 81, 32, 34, 85, 38, 39, 41,
42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 52; and agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“For payment of expenses incurred by the Sergeant at Arms
on account of attendance of the committee of Senators at the
funeral of the late President Warren (. Harding, $5,000”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, und
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

* PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION,

“For expenses of the Public Buildings Commission, $10,000,
to remain available “until expended.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 21 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the matter inserted by said amendment after the sum
*$70,000 ”; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In llen of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
* : Provided, That the headstones furnished lereunder ghall
be of such design and material a8 may be agreed upon by the
Secretary of War and the American Battle Monuments Com-
mission " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments
numbered 22, 29, and 33.

F. E. Warrex,

OHEARLES CURTIS,

Ler 8. OVERMAN,
Alanagers on the part of the Senate.

MarTIN B. MADDEN,

D. R. ANTHONY,

JoserH W, Byrxs,
Managers on the part of the House.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the conference report?
Mr, ROBINSON. I do not object to the present considera-

‘tion of the report, but I snggest to the Senator in charge of

it that the reading of the report by the clerk does not give
the Senate any comprehension of what the agreement is. If
a statement accompanies the report that statement should be
read. If not, I think the Senator from Wyoming himself
should explain the principal peints of difference and the agres-
ments that have been reached. Is it a complete agreement?

Mr. WARREN. It is n complete agreement as to all but
two items that have to go back to the House. They are unim-
portant items, but they rather treach upon the House rules
and therefore have to be acted on by the House., There is an
agreement se far as the conferees are concerned, and that Is
why I ask to have fhe report agreed to, so that the papers
may go back to the House for action there.

Mr. ROBINSON. I make no objection to the present con-
sideration of the report.

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that there were
very few items put in upon the Senate side which were not
agreed to. It is a rather remarkable report in that respect,
in that the House has agreed to nearly all of the Senate
amendments. We were compelled to yield one matter of legis-
lation which was of considerable size so far as words are
concerned, but which I take it will be cared for otherwise In
a bill which the Senator from Washington [Mr., Jones] has in
charge.

Mr. ROBINSON. What was that matter?

Mr. WARREN. Ii related to the Coast Guard.

Mr. ROBINSON. That passed yesterday in a separate bill,
did it not?
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Mr. WARREN. Yes; and so it went out of the deficiency
appropriation bill. If there are any items that any Senator
is interested in I could immediately inform him about them,
but there are numerous small items on the part of the Senate
for current expenses, gratuities, and so forth, which the House
always leaves out, expecting us to put them in the deficiency
bill when it reaches the Senate.

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no further inquiry to submit.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the

present consideration of the report? The Chair hears none.-

The question is on agreeing to the conference report.

The report was agreed to.

DISTRICT GASOLINE TAX.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Henate the
action of the ITouse of Ilepresentatives disagreeing to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (EH. R. 655) to provide
for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels sold within the Distriet of
Columbia, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference
with the Senate on the disagreeing vofes of the two Houses
thereon.

Mr. JONIS of Washington. I move that the Senate insist
upon its amendments, agree to the conferenmce asked by the
House, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of
the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore ap-
pointed Mr. Barr, Mr. Joxes of Washington, and Mr. Kixg con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate resolu-
tions of Richard J. Harden Camp, No: 2, United Spanish War
Veterans, Department of the District of Columbia, favoring the
passage of the so-called Bursum bill (8.5) granting pensions
and inerease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the
Civil and Mexican Wars and to certain widows, former widows,
minor children, and helpless children of said soldiers and sail-
ors, and to widows of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian war
veterans and widows, which were ordered to lie on the table.

“¥e also Inid before the Senate a statement in the nature of a
memorial of sundry business and professional men of Boston,
Mass, and vicinity, remonstrating against the administration
of affairs in Ireland and praying for the immediate release of
Eamon de Valera and other political prisoners under confine-
ment, ete., which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations.

1le also 1aid before the Senate a communication from George
M. Napier, attorney general of Georgia and secretary of the con-
ference of attorneys general, transmitting a statement of the ex-
ecutive committee of the conference of atforneys general on gaso-
line prices and other petroleum products, ete., which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. ;

He also laid before the Senate a statement signed by Mary
Haaheo Atcherley, president of the Kaakapkukul Improvement
Club, of the Hawaiian village, Kaakaukukui Beach, Hawaii, rel-
ative to the occupancy of certain lands in the Territory and an
amendment to the Hawaillan commission act of 1920, which, with
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ter-
ritories and Insular Possessions,

Mr. KEYIES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Belknap
County, N. H., praying for the passage of legislation to repeal
or reduce the so-called nuisance and war taxes, especially the
tax on industrial alcohol, which was referred to the Committee
on I'inance.

Mr. CAPPIR presented a telegram In the nature of a petition
from a committee representing six parent-teacher associations,
of Eldorado, Kans., praying for the passage of legisiation creat-
ing a Federal department of eduecation, which was referred to
the Committee on Edueation and Labor.

He also presented memorials of sundry members of the
Woman’s Ohristian Temperance Union of Glasco; of members
and friends of the Christinn Church of Bluff City; of the con-
gregation of the Methodist Kplseopal Church of Bluff City; of
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Downsg; and of
gundry eitizens of Great Bend, all In the State of Kansas,
remonstrating against making any amendment to the Federal
prohibition act so as to legalize 2.75 per cent beer, which were
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a paper and a telegram in the nature of
petitions from sundry citizens of Stafford County and Law-
rence, Kans., praying for the passage of legislation restricting
immigration with quotas based on the census of 1890, which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration,

Mr. CURTIS presented a resolution adopted by the Farmers'
Equity Union and the directors of the Equity Union Graln Co,,
a nonpool farmers’ cooperative marketing association, of Kar.-

sas, protesting against the passage of the so-called MeNary-
Haugen bill, providing aid to agriculture, which was referred to
the Committee on Agriculture and Foresiry.

He also presented a resolution of the Hiawatha Chamber of
Commerce, of Hiawatha, Kans.,, favoring the passage of legis-
lation restricting immigration with quotas based on the census
of 1890, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented petitions, numerously signed, of sundry
citizens of Havensville and Somerset, In the State of Kansas,
praying for the passage of legislation restricting Immigration
with quotas based on the census of 1800, which were referred
to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Washing-
ton, D. C., and viclnity, praying an amendment to the Con-
stitution granting equal rights to women, which was referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary:

INTEREST OF ARIZONA IN THE COLOEADO RIVER.

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I present a telegram from
Governor Hunt, of Arizona, relative to the so-called Colorado
River compact, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to ba
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

{Western Union telegram.]
PHOENIX, ARtz., March 20, 192§
Bepnator RALPH H. CAMERON,
Washington, D, 0.: $
In hearings before the Committee on Arld Lands in the House of
Representatives, California lobliylsts and representatives as well as
power-trust officials seem to consider Arizona's interests in the Colo-
rado River as unworthy of consideration.  Seeretary of the Interlor
Hubert Work, of Colorado, in his report to Congress urging nationali-
zatlon of the Colorado River utillzes.his position to further the aims
of Colorado. The people of Arlzona are patient, long-suffering, and
tolerant, but are becoming weary of the Imperialistic designs of soma
neighboring States, This State comprises 42 per cent of the drainage
area of the Colorado River basin. Highty per cent of all the power
developed In the Colorade River below Lee Ferry must be wholly
developed within Arizons and theé balance between Arizona and Ne-
vada, California contributes only 6,000 squiare miles to the drainage
area of the Colorado River and undertakes to claim majority por-
tion of its benefits. Sixty-one per cent of the total area of this Hiate
is held Ly the Federal Government either in forest reserves, Indian
resérvations, or national parks. Proposal of Becretary Work, of
Colorado, and California officials to mationalize the river as proposed
in the Swing-Jobnson bill is insulting, Arizona will not ratify the
Coloradoe River compact as it is a proposal wholly unfair and unjust
to this State. The people of Arizona who hope to see the River de-
veloped and who are opposed to the compact have been opposing it
in o manner to create as little bitterness as pessible. We are just
beginning to fight the compact and desire as little friction between
the States as is ppssible when the compact is dead. Attitude of
Colorado, Hecretary of the Department of Interior; and Callfornia
representatives will not be helpful to future negotiations.
Geo. W. P. HUNT, Gorvernor,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr, HARRELD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, fo
which was referred the following bills, reported them sever-
ally without amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 368) for the relief of Nelly McCanna, residuary
legntee and devisee under last will and testiment of P. F.
MeCanna, deceased (Rep. No, 307) ;

A bill (H. R. 5799) conferring jorigdietion upon the Court
of Claims to hear, examine, adjudieate, and enter judgment
in any claims which the Seminole Indians may have against
the United States, and for other purposes (LRept. No. 308) ;
and :

A bill (H. R. 6483) amending an act entitled “ An act for
the division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in
Oklahoma, and for other purposes,” approved June 28, 1906,
and acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto (Rept.
No, 310). i

Mr. HARRELD also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (8. 1707) appropriating money
to purchase lands for the Clallam Tribe of Indians in the State
of Washington, and for other purposes, reporfed it with an
amendment and submitted a report (No. 308) thereon.

AMr. SMITH, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to
which was referred the bill (8. 2830) reaffirming the use of the
ether for radio communication or otherwise to be the inallen-
able possession of the people of the Unifed States and their
Government. and for other purposes, reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 311) thereon,

Mr. COLT. I report back favorably with amendments from
the Committee on Immigration the bill (8, 2576) to limit the
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immigration of aliens into the United States, and for other
PUrposes,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on
the ealendar.

Mr. COLT. I desire to give notice that at the earliest
practicable time I shall ask for the consideration of the bill.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED,

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that on yesterday there was presented to the President
of the United States the enrolled bill (8. 2113) authorizing
the Director of the Census to collect and publish statistics
of eotton.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanlmous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota :

A bill (8. 2044) granting a pension to Isabel J. Rogers;
and !

A bill (8. 2045) granting an increase of pension to Mary
Griffith ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (8. 2046) granting a pension to John W, Brown (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A Dbill (8. 2047) granting a pension to Sallie Moseley (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HALE:

A Dbill (8. 2948) granting a pension to Carolyn P. Sherman
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 2040) authorizing the Secretary of War to sell a
portion of the Carlisle Barracks Reservation: and

A bill (8. 2050) to define #ind determine the character of the
service represented by the honorable discharge issued to John
McNickle of Company 1, Seventh Regiment New York Volun-
teer Heavy Artillery, under date of September 27, 1863; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. DILL:

A Dill (8. 2051) to amend section 15a of the interstate com-
merce act, as amended; to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merece.

By Mr, LODGE:

A bill (8. 2952) for the relief of Fannie (. Marden; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DILL:

A bill (8. 2053) to provide for handling and rate of pay for
storage of closed-pouch mail on express and baggage cars; to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

PROPOSED INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE,

Mr. BORAH. I submit a resolution, which I ask to have
read and lie on the table.

The resolution (8. Res. 196) was read and ordered to lie on
the table, as follows:

Resolved, That the President is authorized and requested to invite
such governments as he may deem necessary or expedient to send rep-
resentatives to a conference, which shall be charged with the duty of
considering the economic problems now obtaining throughout the
world with a view of arriving at such adjustments or settlements as
may seem essential to the restoration of trade and to the establishment
of sound financial and business conditions, and also to consider the
subject of further limitation of armaments with a view of reaching an
understanding or agreement upon said matter, both by land and by
sea, and particularly relative to limiting the construetion of all types
and slzes of subsurface and surface craft of 10,000 tons standard dis-
placement, or less, and of aireraft.

ESTABLISHMENT OF RADIO IN CAPITOL BUILDING.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I submit a resolution and
request unanimous consent for its immediate consideration.
It merely asks for a report for information.

The resolution (S. Res. 197) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War and the Becretary of the Navy
be, and are hereby, directed to cooperate in the appointment of a
Joint ecommission of radio experts from the War and Navy Depart-
ments to investigate and report to the Senate upon the following
problems, to wit:

1. The equipment of the Senate Chamber with electrical trans-
mission and receiving apparatus such that, without defacing the
Benate Chamber, each Senator at his desk may individually and eclearly
hear, without the use of a head receiver, the proceedings of the
Senate at all times in whatever tone of voice conducted.

2, The additional equipment necessary for the broadeasting by
radio of the proceedings of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives throughout the country, utilizing the radio stations of the War
and Navy Departments.

The report of sald commission to ineclude the estimated cost of in-
stallation, maintenance, and -operation of the proposed systems sug-
gested in paragraphs 1 and 2 hereof: be it further

Resalved, That such commission algo be requested to recommend a
limited area of the country that for experimental purposes be initially
afforded such broadeasting of the proceedings of Congress to the ond
of determining the advisability of extending such service to cover
the entire country; such report te include the cost of such experi-
mental installation together with the expense of msintenance and
operation thereof.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will not the Senator amend
his resolution by providing that a radio outfit shall also be
placed in the Attorney General's office as well as the White
House, so that we can hear what is going on down there?

Mr. OURTIS. I think the resolution had better go over,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the
resolution will go over under the rule.

Mr. KING. Before it goes over, may I inquire of the Sen-
ator from Nebraska if it would not be a good idea to amend
his resolution—and I suggest it in perfect good faith—to have
the commission inquire into the statement which is conglantly
made that the Radio Corporation of America is a trust and a
monopoly and is doing everything possible to destroy any
competition in the great field of radio activity, which is so
important? I make that suggestion. Of course the resolution
goes over for a day, but if the Senator thinks the suggestion
a pertinent one I should be glad if he would amend his reso-
lution in that respect.

Mr. HOWELL. I think that the inquiry suggested is perti-
nent at this time. However, I would suggest that it be pro-
vided for in the form of a separate resolution, The purpose
of the resolution which I have submitted is to give informa-
tion that the Senate may be able to determine upon the cost
and feasibility of broadeasting the proceedings of Congress.
It is something that will be done in the very near future, and
it is something that ought to be considered at as early a date
as possible. Therefore it is my notion that a question so im-
portant in itself should be treated separately, and that the
inquiry suggested by the Senator from Utah should be provided
for in a separate resolution.

Mr. LODGE: Mr. President, I think this is a matter which
concerns the Capitol Building itself. The establishment of
radio equipment throughout this Chamber would involve alter-
ations In the building. T believe the resolution ought to be re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules, which has charge and care
of the building. I do not wish to prevent the resolution from
lying on the table for the present, if the Senator so desires, but
I enter a motion to refer it to the Committee on Itules.

Mr, DIAL. Mr. President, we git here twice too long now,
If we put in a radio equipment, I fear we never would stop
talking, and we would probably be in continuous session,

Mr. HOWELL. Mr, President, this resolution merely asks
for information. Tt does not commit the Senate to any particu-
lar course of action, Without any expense whatever, the in-
formation requested can be afforded the Senate. Then it will
be for Congress to determine whether or not it wishes to take
any steps in this direction. It seems to me that the greater
amount of information we can have along these lines the
greater the advantage will be, not merely to Congress but to
the public. Therefore I suggest that the resolution should not
be referred to a committee but should lie on the table and be
taken up in due time.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr., President, I do not know but that it
would be a good plan to arrange so that the people of the coun-
try could hear what is going on here. I think it would cause
a good many Senators who now do not stay here to remain in
their seats in order to hear questions discussed. Just one
speech over the radio, ealling Senators by name and asking
why they failed to attend the sessions of the Senate would
bring them speedily into their places in this Chamber.

I am going to give consideration to this matter. It might
be a very good plan. We do not have enough CONGRESSIONAT,
Recorps to furnish sufficient information as to exactly what
happens here. 1t is impossible for the newspapers to carry
in full all that is said here each day.

1f we had this proposed radio arrangement by which the
people all over the country could * listen in,” it would enable
us to get action here. The people would hear dizcussions,
would form their own conclusions, and sit down and write or
wire their Members just how they had been impressed by the
discussion here. As a means of inducing more Republicans to
attend the sessions of the Senate, I think it would be a good
thing to be able to let the people back home know day by day
Just what Senators are here attending to their duties.
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BELINA E. MARYMAN.

Ar. LODGI submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 198),
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is,
anthorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the
Sennte to Seling B, Maryman, widow of Samuel A. Maryman, late a
conductor of elevator in the Capitol, Senste wing, one year's compen-
sation at the rate he was receiving Ly law a2t the time eof his death,
sald sum to besconsidered as Including funeral expenses and all other
allowances.

ABSESSED VALUATION OF RAILROADS,

Mr. DILL. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be read
and lie over.

The resolution (8, Res, 199) was read and ordered fo lie
over under the rule, as follows:

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and hereby
is, directed to ascertailn from the proper authorities of each State of
the United Btates the assessed valuation, on a 100 per cent basis of val-
uation, as used for taxation purposes, of all of the property of each of
the railroads of the United States aeting as common carriers, whether
used for the purposes of common carriers or not, which are under the con-
trol of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and report the eaid valua-
tions used for taxation purposes to the Senate of the United Btates:
Provided, That said report shall show, first, the total valvations for
taxation purposes on a 100 per cent basls of the property of each rall-
road company or system, separate and apart from other rafiroads, and,
second, the total ef such valaations of all railroad propetties by Btates,
and, third, the total of such yaluations for the whole United Btates.

THE CALENDAR.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business i3 closed.

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous cousent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of the calendar under Bule VIII,
only unobjected bills to be considered,

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator from Kansas where
he proposes that the consideration of the calendar shall begin?

Mr. CURTIS. 1 think we might as well begin at the be-
ﬁmnmg of the ealendar. There were only about four or five

ills which had been called at its last consideration. :

Mr. SMITH. The reason I asked the question was there
had been a bill reported from the Committee on Interstate
Commerce looking toward providing for an amendment of the
law in reference to the settlement of claims. The bill has
heen unanimously reported, and covers a matter which ought
to be expedited, because a great many claimants bave been
debarred from establishing their claims or going through the
necessary processes for establishing them.

Mr, CURTIS. T suggest that we go on with the calendar
until about 5 or 10 minutes to 2 o'clock, and then the Sena-
tor may ask unanimous consent to call -up his bill for con-
sideration.

The PRESIDENT pro ftempore, The consideration of the
calendar is the regular order.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 have asked that only unobjected bills be
congidered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
asks nnanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of the calendar from the beginning and that un-
objected cases only be considered. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none,

ESTATE OF ELY N. SONNENSTRAHIL.

The bill (8. 1330) for the rellef of the estate of Ely N.
Sounenstrahl, deceased, was anoounced as first in erder.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like the Senator from
New York [Mr, Coperampl, who, I see, introduced this Dbill,
give an explanation of it.

Mr, COPELAND. Mr, President, this bill was passed through
the Senate last year, but did not get through the other House,
The Committee on Claims has examined it very earefully and
has recommended its passage, I hope that the recommendation
of g committee may be accepted and that the bill may be
passed.

There heing no ebjection, the Senate, as in Committee of i{he
;maole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as fol-
OWS !

Be it enacted, eto.,, That the clalm of Nina L. Sonnensirahl, as ex-
eculrix of the estate of Ely N. Sonnenstrahl, deceased, late of Brook-
lyn, N. Y., for such further sumn as the sald estate may be entitled to
recover as added to the amount the said Ely N. Sonnenstrahl has
already received for certnin beans commandeered by the Navy Depart-
ment at San Prancisco, Calif., on or about February, 1918, may be

sued for and submitted to the United States District Court in and for.
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the Bastern Distriet of New York, and said court shall have juris.
diction to bear and determine such suit and to enter a judgment or
decree for such amount and costs, if any, as shall be found to be due
aghinst the United States in favor of said estate of Ely N. Sonmen-
strahl, deceased, upon the same principles and measures of liabllity as
in like ecases under section 10 of the Lever Act, and with the same
rights of appeal; Provided, That suit shall be brought and commenced
within four months from the date of the passage of this act.

Mr. KING, Let the report on the bill be read, so that we
may be advised as to It

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
report.

The Secretary will read the

A, W, ‘I.I.'EI.I.ON-, BECRETARY OF THE TREASURY,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before the report is read,
I have a short statement which I wish to make at this time.

Mr. McKELLAR proceeded to address the Senate and spoke
for five minutes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senaftor
from ‘Tennessee has expired.

Mr, McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent fo be permitted
to finish the statement which I wish to make. It is very short.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object.

Mr. McKHLLAR. I will continue the statement on a sub-
sequent bill,

[Mr. McKErrar's speech appears entire on page 5058.]

ESTATE OF ELY N. SONNENSTRAHL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (8. 1330) for the relief of the estate of
Ely N. Sonnenstrahl,

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the explanation of the bill
now before the Senate is that Sonnenstrahl owned some beans,
which he offered to the Nayy Department at cost during the
war. The Navy Department refused to take them, buf later
commandeered the beans. When the check in payment was sent
Sonnenstrahl refused to take the check and protested that the
amount was not right. There was, however, a telegram sent
to him by the commandant at Mare Island advising him te
accept the check and then to submit his protest to the Pay-
master General of the Navy. Sonnenstrahl did that. Then it
developed that under the Lever Act he was not entitled to enter
a protest, and so his claim was turnied down, although at one
time the Navy Department did offer him over $400 in addlition
to the amount paid him. The purpose of the bill is to permit
the estate of Sonnenstrall to begin suit to determine whether
or not it has a proper and just claim.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I inquire what is the order of
business nnder which we are proceeding?

My, COPELAND. We are proceeding with the consideration
of the calendar.

Mr. WARREN. Is the Senator from New York speaking to
the first bill on the calendar?

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, sir; I am speaking to the first bill on
the ealendar.

Mr. WARREN. Very well.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I ask that the bill may be
passed, in order that the estate of Sonnenstrahl may institute
suit to ascertain whether it has a just clalm against the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I invite the attention of the Sena-
tor from New York— ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
desire to have the report read at the desk?

Mr. COPELAND. It is a long report, Mr. President, and I
thought perhaps the brief explanation I have given might be
sufficient.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator
from New York to the fourth page of the report and to the
language which is found in a letter from Mr. Roosevelt, Acting
Secretary of the Navy, to the Senator from Missourl [Mr.
Sepexcez], chalrman of the Committee on Claims:

The department is of opinion that Mr. Sonnensirahl has received
just compensation for the beans commandeered, and as he has accepted
payment of 100 per cent of the amount allowed there iz some doubt
that he has any further remedy at law. Inasmuch as he made protest
ag to the price nllowed before payment and in view of the facts set ont
in the supply officer’s report above, it is recommended that the Court of
Claims be authorized to hear and determine this claim as though only
75 per cent had been paid.

I eall attention te the faet that Sonnenstrahl was paid what
the Secretary of the Navy sald was a fair compensation, ae-
cepted it, and gave a receipt in full. It would seem that ought
to conclude him in morals as well as in law,
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Mr. COPELAND. But the statement made by the Senator is
not correct. If the Senator will observe page 2 of the report
he will find there a telegram which was sent by the commandant
at Mare Island, Calif., to Sonnenstrahl, saying:

In accordance with instructlons from the Paymaster General, Navy
Department, am settling for commandeered beans at cost price plus
reasonable profit, but in no ease paying more than T4 eents per pound
for Kintoki and 114 cents per pound for Kotenashi. Advise you aec-
cept check. Submit your protest to the Paymaster General, Navy De-
partment, Washington,

The officer should have directed Sonnenstrahl to return the
check in order that he might do this, but he advised him to ac-
cept it, and therefore Sonnenstrahl in good faith did accept the
check, with the understanding that he could make protest,
which he did, and then later the Navy Department recognized
the justice of his protest and offered him $472.66, which Sonnen-
strahl said was Inadequate, claiming that the proper amount
was about $4,000. The purpose of the bill is a perfectly just
one, being to permit the estate of Sonnenstrahl to institute suit
to determine whether or not it has claim against the Govern-
ment.

Mr. KING. Mr. President: :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. KING. I have the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., No; the Senator from New
York has the floor.

Mr. COPELAND, I yield to the Senator.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, T have made no statement, I
merely read what the Acting Secretary of the Navy said, and I
read it again:

The department is of the opinion that Mr. Sonnenstrahl has received
Just compenssation for the béans commandeered, and as he has accepted
payment of 100 per cent of the amount allowed there is some doubt
that he has any further remedy at law.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The time of the Senator
from New York has expired,

Mr. KING. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes
the Senator from Utah.

Mr. KING. I have no knowledge other than that which is
contained in the report.

Mr. COPELAND. My, President: ]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. KING. Yes,

Mr. COPELAND. Why did not the Senator read the rest of
the letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy?

Mr. KING. I read it all

Mr. COPELAND. In which he says that—

Inasmuch as he [Mr. Sonnenstrahl] made protest as to the price
allowed before payment and in view of the facts set ont in the supply
officer's report above, it is recommended that the Court of Claims be
authorized to hear and determine this elaim as though only 75 per cent
had been paid. -

Mr. KING. T read that when I ealled attention to the letter,
and the Senator has merely put into the Recorp a repetition of
what I formerly read. The point I was emphasizing was,
though, that the Acting Secretary of the Navy had stated that
Mr. Sonnenstrahl had received just compensation and had
accepted 100 per cent.

I shall not object to the consideration of the bill, but it does
sgeem as though the statement from the Acting Secretary of the
Navy would justify the Senate in refusing to pass the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

OFFICERS IN CHARGE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS IN DISTRICT
OF COLUMBIA.

The bill (8. 1918) relative to officers in charge of public
buildings and grounds in the District of Columbia was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. McKELLAR obtained the floor.

Mr. WARREN, Mr. President .

Mr. McKELLAR. When I was interrupted by the end of the
five minutes——

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, T want to know what we are
doing. Are we working on the calendar?

Mr. KING, We are; and the Senator’s bill has been taken u
Mr. WARREN. 'J:hlé DI that is before us— )
. McCKELLAR. ave the fl
e B oor, and I have not yielded to
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before th -
ate, and the Senator from Tennessee has the floor, g s
Mr, WARREN. Very well,

A, W. MELLON, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

Mr. McKELLAR resumed and concluded his §peech, which
is, ﬁnﬂre, as follows:

r. President, on yesterday I submitted to the Senate section
243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which pro-
hibits any man engaged in trade or commerce or in the ship-
ping business from holding the office of Secretary of the Treas-
ury, and pointed out that Mr. Mellon had admitted he was
engaged in both trade and commerce and in the shipping busi-
ness, and that the Treasury Department had had large dealings
with several of these companies,

I have learned since that this is not the first time this statute
has been called to Secretary Mellon’s attention. It was done
some two years ago on the floor of the Senate, and then disre-
garded by the Secretary. 1

I wish now to call the attention of the Senate to how differ-
ently President Grant and Alexander T. Stewart, of New York,
acted in a similar case. Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years of
Congress, volume 2, page 425, tells us that Alexander Stewart,
the well-known merchant of New York, was named for Secre-
tary of the Treasury in 1869. Says Mr. Blaine:

The President was very anxious to have Mr. Stewart in his Cabinet,
and was therefore surprised and chagrined to find, after he had been
nominated, that under the law he was not eligible to the office of
Secretary of the Treasury. In the act establishing the Treasury De-
partment, passed at the first session of the First Congress under the
Federal Government, it was provided that no person could be appointed
Secretary, Assistant Secretary, comptroller, auditor, treasurer, or reg-
ister who was ‘' directly or Indirectly concerned or interested in carry-
ing on the bueiness of trade or commerce.” It was further provided
that any person violating this act should be deemed guilty of a high
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, fined £3,000, removed from office,
and forever thereafter rendered incapable of holding any office under
the Government of the United States. General Grant frankly informed
the Benate that he had ascertained Mr. Stewart’s disability after the
nomination, and suggested that “in view of these provistons of law,
and the fact that Mr. Stewart had been unanimously confirmed by the
Benate, he be exempted, by joint resolution of the two Houses of
Congress, from the operation of the law.”

As soon as the President’s message was read, Mr. Sherman, of Ol to,
asked " unanimous consent to introduce a Dbill repealing so much of
the act of Beptember 2, 1789, as prohibits the Secretury of the Treas-
ury from being concerned In carrying on the business of trade or
commerce, and providing instead that in no case shall he aet on any
matter, claim, or account in which he Is personally interested.” Mr.
Bumner objected to the introduction of the bill, suggesting that it
ought to be *“moszt profoundly considered before it is acted npon by
the Henate,” These proceedings were on Saturday, March 6. On
Monday Mr. Sherman did not eall up the bill, it having been ascertained
in private conferences that the Sepate was uowlilling to pass it. On
Tuesday General Grant withdrew the request, Mr. Stewart resigned,
and Hon., George 8. Boutwell was nominated and confirmed as Seecre-
tary of the Treasury. 1

Mr. President, the very purpose of the act of 1789 was to
prevent just such a situation as now exists in regard to -the
office of Secretary of the Treasury. The fathers of our Re-
public were very wise, They knew that it was better to avoid
the appearance of evil, and the wisdom of this statute has never
been questioned, When it came up in 1869, during Mr. Grant's
administration, when he was one of the most popular men
that ever lived in this country, even he, with all of his popu-
larvity, could not get the Senate of the United States to change
that statute by a resolution which he suggested. It 18 almost
incomprehensible that this Senate could have any different
view about it, and it is just as incomprehensible how a Secre-
tary of the Treasury would be willing to continue to serve
in violation of this statute. It seems to me that the President
of the United States should take action in reference to the
situation as It now exists. He should follow the very wise
and legal action of President Grant. The present Secretary
should follow the very excellent excmple of Mr. Stewart.

When the matter was brought up before in the Senate, it
was not known to what extent the personal business of the
Secretary came in contact with the actions of the Treasury
Department. Recent developments have shown that they come
in very close and intimate contact with the Treasury Depart-




1924,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

5059

ment, and that the Treasury Department has paid large sums
in refunds to a company in which the Secretary is a large
stockholder, and has made a tremendous abatement to another
company in which the Secretary is a stockholder, the last
company being a shipping company, brought particularly under
the ban of the statute, Under these circumstances it would
seem that the Secretary of the Treasury should resign at once
and not longer violate the plain terms of the statute,

Mr. President, in this connection I desire to guote another
statute of the United States referring to the Secretary of the
Treasury, among others.

Section 3168 of the Revised Statutes of the United States pro-
vides as follows:

Any interpal-revenne officer—

And surely the Secretary is one of the internal-revenue offi-
cers—he is the principal internal-revenue officer—

who is or shall hecome Interested, directly or indirectly, in the manu-
facture of tobacco, snuff, or c¢lgars, or in the produetion, rectification,
or redistillation of distilled spirits, shall be dismlssed from office; and
every officer who becomes go interested in any such manufacture or
production, rectification, or redistillation, or in the production of fer-
mented liguore, shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000.

It appears that Secretary Mellon is interested in a digtillery
known in the records as the Overholt Distilling Co. That this
company has had dealings with the Treasury Department is
undisputed. Under this statute, also, Mr. Mellon is ineligible
to remain as Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. President, I desire to call attention to other business
concerns in which the Secretary of the Treasury is interested.

In the April, 1921, issue of Current Opinion there appeared
an editorial written by Dr. Frank Crane, evidently inspired by
the Seecretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mellon, who had beéen con-
firmed by the Senate on the 4th of March. In the editorial,
which carries a pileture of My, Mellon, and with which article
we may assume he is familiar, there is this statement:

The record of the personal activities of Beeretary Mellon includes
4 banks, of 1 of which he recently reslgned the presidency to enter the
Cabinet, 4 insurance companies, 7 educational and philanthrople instl-
tutions, #nd 62 other corporations. Their products—oil, aluminum,
rallway cars, locomotives, steel, plate glass, radlators, carborundum,
bolts and rivets, motor trucks, and 100 other things—go all over the
world:

Mr, President, there is doubtless none of these business
activities of the Secretary of the Treasury that does not come
directly In contact with the Treasury Departmeut, over which
the Secretary presides. It is in direct contravention of section
243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. It seems to
me that the Secretary of the Treasury, having to deal officially
with himself in his private capacity almost constantly in the
transaction of the bhusiness of the various corporations in which
he ig interested, looking at it from his own standpoint, ought
not to be in the position constantly while acting as Secretary
of the Treasury to be trying to do that thing which the Savior
of mankind said nearly 2,000 years ago could not be done—
that no man could serve two masters. It can not be done. The
Secretary of the Treasury can not do it, and no other mortal
man can do it. He must serve his own interests or the publie
interest. The Secretary of the Treasury, in my judgment, is
violating the plain and express provisions of these two plain
statutes of the country and should resign.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator
from Tennessee has expired..,

COTTON STATISTICS.

Mr. DIAT. Mr. President, for several months past the public
has been very much dissatisfied with the reports of the Secre-
tary of Commerce, through the Census Department, as to the
quantity of cotton on hand.

This matter was brought by the southern Senators to the
attention of the Secretary of Commerce, and he appointed a
ghort time ago a most excellent committee to look into this
guestion and to correct the error, if error there was. This
committee completed its work the other day, and I fear perhaps
its members rushed through their task a little too rapidly and
“took a little too narrow a view of the subject matter. Anyway,
we noticed the next day a great diversity of opinion as to what
the committee found.

The item that they had particularly in mind was 579,000
bales of cotton to balance distribution. They undertook to see
whether there was error in this amount; and if so, how much.
They found that there were 355,000 bales that could not be
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practically 500,000 bales of this cotton,

located and that they were non est. Therefore they reduced
the amount in that item down to 224,000 bales. They said that
in the last item was 125,000 bales, estimated, of what is known
as “city erop,” but which did not add at all to the pounds of
cotton in the world, as the “¢ity crop ” was samples which had
been taken out of the bales of cotton; so they did away with
A few other littla
items were found, and that made up the little difference. I
notice in the paper to-day, however, and read in one paper of
yesterday, three cotton letters—ihat is, letfers from cotton

factors—and in every one of those letters they say that the

commlttee reduced the amount from 579,000 bales by 224000
bales only, whereas the committee reduced it by 355,000 bales.

Mr, President, the item of 125,000 bales, known as the city
crop, I8 very confusing to the trade. That is samples taken
out of the cotton which has already been ginned. The only way
to get the true figures is to take the ginning figures and the
import figures of cotton, and let these other little matters alone.
I never have been satisfied with the city crop. As I said before,
it does not add a pound to the production, the actual guantity
on hand. Not only that, but the number of bales, as estimated,
is entirely too high, It is out of all reason. Taking 1 pound
out of each bale of a 10,000,000-bale erop would make only 20,000
bales; so 125,000 bales would be something like 6 pounds out
of cach bale, Many of us know that a great deal of the cotton
is sold without being sampled at all. The first part of the sea-
son it is all even-running grades, and often not sampled ; but if a
toll of 6 pounds is taken out of each bale to get the quality of
the cotton, the producer must be robbed tremendously. That
would be something like $1.80 a bale, at 30 cents a pound, to
get the character of the cotton. So I am very much surprised
at the misinformation that has gone out about this report, and
1 trust that the Secretary of Commerce will have it corrected,

Mr. President, we hope to have account taken of all the cot-
ton on hand at an early date, and we sheuld like also to have
it graded. That would help the trade very much, indeed. TUn-
fortunately, the pecple who give out the figures of the quantity
of cotton on hand will mix linters with actual cotton. Some
time ago I took up the different reports and there were many
bales of linters added.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
from South Caro'ina has expired.

The time of the Senator

OFFICERS IN CHARGE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUND IN THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 1918) relative to officers in charge of
publie buildings and grounds in the District of Columbia.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I am not sure that my
appeal will avail anything at all, but I do appeal to the Sena-
tors who are here present to permit the Senate to proceed
with this unanimous-consent calendar. If I may be pardoned
the assertion, it is scarcely fair to the Senate as a body to
discuss things which are not on the ecalendar at all. We have
only untll 2 o'clock. We have not had a calling of the calendar
in & long time to accomplish anything; and I, for one, in my
humble way, venture to express the hope that the Senate will
proceed to do some of the business which it has agreed to do.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Sen-
ate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am not satisfied with the bill
that is before us without some explanation, and I shall be
glad to have the Senator from Wyoming explain it

Mr. WARREN. Is the Senator alluding now to Senate bill
19187

Mr. KING. I am referring to Senate bill 1918, which gives
$10,000 a year to an Army officer,

Mr. WARREN. It does not, as I will explain when T get
an opportunity to explain it.

Mr, KING. I am speaking of the bill, and the bill does.

Mr. WARREN. I have been waiting for two days to get
the bill up, and make an explanation of it before the Senate.

Mr. President; the bill nnder discussion was reported fayor-
ably by the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds. He has been detained since that time by iliness,
and I may say that the bill now before the Senate is to be so
amended that it is almost an entirely different bill. When the
bill as it will be amended Is read, I think there will be no
difficulty about securing its passage.

Mr. FLETCHER., Does the Senator now offer a substitute
for the bill?

Mr. WARREN. No; we simply propose to strike out certain
parts of the bill.
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I wish to say that the bill would simply change the title
and consolidate under one title dutiles performed by those in
charge of varions buildings. The dutles have all been placed
under one officer, and economies have been effected by that
means. This is simply to legalize the placing of the work in
the hands of one body.

Mr., FLETCHER. I understand the Senator proposes that
we shall strike out sections 4 and 5 entirely, '

Mr. WARREN. The proposal is to strike out sections 4 and
5 and a part of sections 2 and 3.

Mr. FPLETCHER, That is, the provigion in seéctions 2 and 3
about an officer of the United States Army, and so forth.

Mr. WARREN. Yes.

Mr. FLETCHER, It merely changes the title of various
offices?

Mr. WARREN. It simply throws them all under the one
title. I will say to my friend, the Semator from Utah [Mr.
Kixa], that there is nothing in this regarding any salary. The
salary of the officer in charge will remain the same as it is now.
On behalf of the conmmittee I move that the bill be amended, as
follows :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the
amendments,

The Reapiva Crerk. On page 2, line 2, it is proposed to strike
out the comma and the words “and shall be an officer of the
United States Corps of Engineers, assigned by the President”;
on page 2, line 10, after the words * District of Columbia,” to
strike out the words “and shall be an officer of the United
States Corps of Engineers, assigned by the President™; and on
page 2 to strike out sections 4 and 5, in the following words:

8ic. 4. The officer of the United States Corps of Engineers holding
the two offices of Director of Public Buildings and Director of Publie
Parks shall recelve a compensation of $10,000 per year in lieu of his
Army pay: Provided, That the excess compensation thus authorized over
his Army pay shall be paid from any appropriations that may be made
for expenditure under his control as Director of Public Buildings and
Director of Public Parks.

8ec. 5, The asslgnment by the President of such officers of the
United States Corps of Engineers as may be considered uecessary by
him to act as assistants to the Director of Public Buildings and the
Director of Public Parks is hereby authorized.

And on page 3 to renumber section 6 to be section 4, 80 as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, eto., That the commission known as the commission in
charge of the State, War, and Navy Department bulldings shall here-
after be known as the commission in charge of public buildings in
the District of Columbia.

8r¢, 2. That the office of the Superintendent State, War, and Navy
Department bulldings shall hereafter be known as the office of public
buildings in the District of Columbia, and the superintendent of the
State, War, and Navy Department buildings shall heresfter he known
as the director of public buildings in the District of Columbin.

8re, 8. The office heretofore known as the office of public buildings
and grounds shall hereafter be known as the diréctor of public parks
in the District of Columbin, and the officer jn charge of public buildings
fand grounds shall hereafter be known as the director of public parks
in the District of Columbla.

8ec. 4. Nothing in this act sball be held to modify existing law
with tespect to the assignment of space in the public bufldings in the
District of Columbia by the Public Bulldings Commission,

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, for the life of me I ean not
understand the necessity for this legislation. I do not under-
stand why it is necessary to have a commission known ag the
commission in charge of the State, War, and Navy Department
buildings, and why there must be new legisiation giving it
the name of the commission in charge of public bulldings in
the District of Columbia. Of course, the State, War, and
Navy Department bulldings are important. Ohviously there
must be some one charged with the responsibility of caring
for them. - Why there should be a commission for that purposge
I am not quite able to determine, particularly if that commis-
slon means a considerable number of Army officers or of
civilians. Although the amendments havé not been printed,
and are rather ambiguous to me, as I understand the bill, we
have the office of Superintendent of the State, War, and Navy
Bulldings; and that office shall hereafter be known as the
office of public buildings in the District of Columbia. For fear
that I have not been accurate in my last statement, not hav-
ing the amended bill before me, I repeat, having been given n
copy of the amendments, that section 2 provides that the office
of the Superintendent of the State, War, and Navy Depart-
ment buildings shall Bereafter be known as the office 6f pub-

lice bulldings In the District of Columbig, and the Superin-
tendent of the State, War, and Navy Department buildings
shall hereafter be known as the director of public buildings
in the District of Columbia,

First we have a commission in charge of these buildings——

Mr. WARREN. No, Mr. President: the Senator is alluding
to section 4. ‘It Is a matter of different officers serving as a
group to allocate the space in the War, State, and Navy and
other department buildings for the different rooms and offices
for officials and employegs of the several departments,

Mr. KING. That is, the first section provides for a commis-
sion to be known as the commission in charge of the State,
War, and Navy Department buildings, as I understand the
Senafor, which commission is established for the purpose of
allocating space in the various departments, or to employees
of the various instrumentalities of the departments.

Mr. WARREN. No; it is to take care of what the superin-
tendent of the building does; that is, to have the general super-
intendence, provide fuel, heat, light, and so forth, overlooking
all thosge things,

AMr, KING. Then, as I understand it, there is first a com-
mission, which will have charge of the three buildings.

Mr. WARREN. Those duties are performed by the officer
now, and are not changed. The commission is not a paid com-
mission or one that will draw upon the Treasury in any way.

Mr. KING. Then, in addition to the commission, if the Sen-
ator will pardon me, the office of superintendent of the same
buildings, if it is not created, is renamed, so that it shall in
the future be known as the office of public buildings in the
District of Columbia.

Mr, WARREN. It is simply an accumulation of those duties
which were formerly performed by a superintendent, From
time to time we have covered the performance of the duties
provided for in various Dbills under the management of one
man, as superintendent, and so forth, but it is very awkward
that way, and when the time comes for the reappointment
of the officer there should be a name or title that would
cover all.

Mr, WADSWORTH. May I interrupt the Senator at that
point?

Mr. KING. I shall be glad to yield.

Mr, WADSWORTH. As the Senator from Wyoming has
snid, this is perfectly simple. There is nothing new created
by the bill.

Mr, KING. The Senator refers to the bill as amended?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; as amended. The office of the
superintendent of the State, War, and Navy Department
buildings is now an office under the Government, filled by
Colonel Sherrill, There is also under the Government an office
known as that of Public Bulldings and Grounds, and that
office is heanded by Colonel Sherrill to-day. Those offices have
been merged under one person, but the names have never been
changed, in order to make them comply with the objects of
the two offices themselves. The commission in charge of the
State, War, and Navy Department buildings is the commission
of which the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Samoor] is the
chairman, and of which Colonel Sherrill is ex officlo one mem-
ber, whose province it is to allocate office space for all depart-
ments here in Washington. Thig bill simply gives it a more
approprinte name, “commission in charge of publie buildings
in the District of Columbia,” instend of “ commission in charge
of the State, War, and Navy Department bulldings.”

Mr. KING. May I ask the Senator why section 4 was orig-
inally proposed? !

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
has expired.

Mr. KING. May I ask the Senator from New York in his
time why the provision of section 4 was projected, with a
salary of $10,000 a year?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not know why, as I am not a
member of the Commiftee on Public Buildings and Grounds H
but as soon as it appeared I objected to it, among others. It
was never asked for by the department, so far as I know. It
was the idea of the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds that an officer who had jurisdiction over 6,000,000
square feet of office space, probably the largest job of its
kind in the world, should have a salary of $10,000. I think
It is a mistake fo give an Army officer a salary higher than
that of his grade.

Mr. SMOOT. My, President, T want to be falr to Colonel
Sherrill, and I desire to state that after this bill was intro-
duced Colonel Sherrill came fo my office and called my atten-
tion to the per diem allowance under the bill and said to me,
“Senator Smoor, that is an increase In my compensation. I
want you to know I have not asked for it.” The Senptor from

The time of the Senator
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New York has stated the case exactly as the bill provides,
with section 4 stricken out and with the other amendments
which have been agreed to. There is nothing in the bill to
change the existing conditions except as to the title of Colonel
Sherrill or any other man who may hold that position.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER,

The bill (S. 55) making an appropriation to pay the State
of Massachusetts for expenses incurred and paid, at the re-
quest of the President, in protecting the harbors and fortifying
the coast during the Civil War, in accordance with the find-
ings of the Court of Claims and Senate Report No, 764, Sixty-
sixth Congress, third session, was announced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1181) naming the seat of Government of the
United States was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. There is no report accompanying the bill
Let it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE.

The bill (S. 1718) to amend section 4404 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States as amended by the act approved
July 2, 1918, placing the supervising inspectors of the Steam-
boat Inspection Service under the classified civil service, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That section 4404 of the Revised Statutes of the
United Btates, as amended by the act of Congress approved July 2,
1918, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows:

“ BEC. 4404, The positions of supervising inspector in the Steamboat
Inspection Service are hereby placed under and included in the classi-
fied civil service. There shall be 10 supervising inspectors, who shall
be appointed by the Secretary of Commerce, in accordance with and
under the provisions of the act of January 16, 1883, known as the
civil service aet. Each supervising inspector shall be entitled to a
salary of $3,450 a year and his actual necessary traveling expenses
while traveling on official business assigned him by competent au-
thority, together with his actual and reasonable expenses for transpor-
tation of instruments, which shall be certified and sworn to under
such instructions as shall be given by the Secretary of Commerce.”

Sgc. 2. That this act shall be effective on and after the date of its
approval.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Presldent, this bill was
read when it was reached on the calendar before and was
considerably discussed. It went over at the request of the
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep]. The Senator
from Penngylvania advised me yesterday that the bill was
satisfactorily explained to him and that he has no objection
to it; so I hope it may be passed without objection.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The bill (8. 1786) to amend sections 5, 6, and 7 of the act
of Congress making appropriations to provide for the ex-
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, approved July 1, 1902, and
for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. May I inguire of the Senator from Washing-
ton if he #hinks this bill should be taken up under the five-
minute rule?

Mr. JONES of Washington, It is largely an administrative
proposition. It is rather a long bill, but the provisions really
relate to administrative features of the government of the
District of Columbia, and it is urged by the commissioners as
making it easier to administer the law.

Mr. KING. If the Senator has examined the bill

Mr. JONES of Washington. We did examine it quite care-
fully. There are several provisions in it which are really
restatements of existing law and they are simply to enable
the commissioners better to administer the law. One provision
authorizes the commissioners to assess buildings which have
been constructed, and there are one or two other items, one
putting a tax on dancing instructors.

Mr. KING. Are there any increases of salary or increases
in the number of employees provided for?

Mr. JONES of Washington. No. The number of assessors
is increased by one, but we have been carrying the additional
assessor In appropriation bills heretofore.

Mr. KING. The position is made permanent by this bill?

Mtr. JONES of Washington. Yes; we really make it perma-
nent.

Mr. KING. If the Senator thinks the legislation is wise—

Mr. JONES of Washington. The committee went into it
pretty carefully, and we thought it was not only wise but
urgent.

Mr. KING, Let the bill be read in full so that we may have
time to look over it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
the bill.

The bill was read.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I understand we are working
under a unanimous-consent agreement, which gives only five
minutes for the discussion of a bill. Is that correct?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unanimous-consent
agreement modifies Rule VIII only in this respect, that a
Senator is not permitted to move to take up a bill on the ecal-
endar upon objection being made to its consideration. Other-
wise, Rule VIII is in full foree.

Mr. McNARY. I understand the limitation of five minutes
obtains, however, under Rule VIII,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.

minutes,

Mr. McNARY. In view of that faet, I think the bill is too
ecomprehensive and covers too many important matters in-
volving the welfare of the Distriet to be considered under the
five-minute rule. I shall therefore object to its consideration
at this time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the
bill will be passed over.

AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT.

Mr. SMITH. Mr, President, I do not care fto interrupt the
ordinary consideration of the calendar, but I want to ask
unanimous consent to take up out of the regular order Calen-
dar No. 302, the bill (8. 2704) to amend paragraph (3), section
16, of the interstate commerce act. I do not think it will lead
to any discussion. I would not ask it if it were not so urgent,
and we may not reach it in the regular routine call to-day. It
is toward the end of the calendar.

The bill provides for the equalization of time between the
claimg of shippers and the claims of railroads. It has been
recommended by the Interstate Commerce Commission and no
objection has been offered by the railroad companies; in fact,
the files show that the railroad companies have desired to pay
the claims where they were worthy, but under the decision of
the Supreme Court in the Wolf case they are debarred from
paying them after the statute of limitations has run.

I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be considered,
because it is a matter of such urgent importance. I do Dot
think it will lead to any discussion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South
Carolina asks unanimous consent that Senate bill 2704 be now
taken up for consideration. :

Mr, JONES of Washington. I think we had better proceed
with the calendar in the regular order. After 2 o'clock I think
the Senator will probably be able to have the bill considered.

Mr. SMITH. I think the time we have already consumed
would have enabled us to pass the bill, because there was no
objection from the shippers and no objection from the rail-
roads and none from the Interstate Commerce Commission. I
was afraid that other business might intervene. This is a
matter of some importance, and it could be passed in a moment
unless an explanation of it was desired.

Mr. JONES of Washington. There are several guite im-
portant measures on the calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection?

Mr, JONES of Washington. I object. I do so because of
the unanimous-consent agreement. It is not that I oppose
the bill at all. 3

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The
next bill on the calendar will be reported.

VETERANS' BUREAU HOSPITAL AT CORPUS CHRISTI, TEX.

The bill (8. 2100) authorizing the sale of the United States
Veterans' Bureau Hospital at Corpus Christi, Tex.,, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, there is no re-
port on the bill. There has not been a report in each of the
other five or six eases where such bills have been reached on
the calendar. Each time the bill has been postponed for that
reason. I am not a member of the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds, but I have investigated the matter
and I am told by representatives of the Veterans' Dureaun
that the hospital has never been built, that it is idle land,

The Secretary will read

There is a limitation of five
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and that it ought to be sold because there is no prospect of a
hospital building being erected on that location. It ought
to be sold and the money turned into the Treasury.
Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill go over.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.
BILLS PASSED OVER.

The hill (8, 799) for the relief of F, A. Maron was an-
nounced as next in erder.
Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed

Over.

conditions officers of the Army of the United States, other
than oflicers of the Regular Army, whe incurred physical dis-
ability in line of duty while in the service of the United Btates
during the World War, was annonnced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill wil be passed
over.

The bill (8. 966) for the continuance of construction work
on the Sanm Carlos Federal irrigation project in Arizona, and
for othiér purposes, wias announced #s next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over, 1

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

AMBRONE I. MORTARITY.

The bill (8. 2000) to provide for the advancement on the
retired list of the Regular Army of Becond Lieut. Ambrose L
Moviarity was announced as next in order, and the Senate,
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On a former oceasion the
hill was considered and the amendments of the committee
were agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 1If there he
no further amendments as in Committee of the Whole, the
bill will be reported to the Senate.

T'he bill was reperted to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

Mr, BRANDEGEE. In connection with the bill just passed
1 should like to have printed in the Recorp the report of the
cymmitiee,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withont objection it is so
ordered.

Tlwe report submitted by Mr. Bruce February 9, 1924, is as
follows:

The Committee on MHitary Affalrs, to which was referred the bill
(8. 2000) to provide for the advancement on the retired list of the
Regular Army of Second ILieut. Ambrose 1. Morirrity, having ean-
sidered the sume, report thereon favorably with the recommendation
toat the bill do pass with the feollowing amendments :

In line 4 girike out the word * Congress” and insert the word
* Henate."

In line 5 strike out the nmame *‘* Moriarity ™ and insert * Moriarty.”

In Hpe 7 after the word “Army ' strike out the period and insert
a comma and the fellowing: * with retired pay from the date of sald
appointment, ns now prescribed by law for a major of his length of
service retired prior to July 1, 1922

Amend the title to read as followa: “A bill te provide for the ad-
vaucement on the retived st of the Reégular Army of Second Lieut,
Ambrose I, Morlarty."

The purpose of the first two amendments {8 obvlous. The first pro-
vides that the Senate, instead of the Congress, shall confirm the
appeintment, which I8 in a&ccord with the law, and the second and
last amendments correct the spelling of Moriarty’s name. The third
amendment 15 to make clear the intent of the Congress as to the pay
Moriarty is to recelve under the provislons of the blll. It fs estimated
that under the provisions of this measure he would recelve approxi-
mately $240 per month,

A somewhat similar bill was passed by the Senate during the last
Congress and reported favorably. to the House. The faets In the
cease are contained in the report on that bill (8. 2750, @7th Cong.),
which s inserted hereln in part as follows: )

[Benate Report No. 840, Bixty-seventh Congress.]

While It has for some time been the policy of the War Department
to withhold approval from proposed legislation to advance officers on
the retired list, this case is so unusual and so meritorious the Seere-
tary of War has indicated his approval of the proposal, stating in a
letter of December 1, 1821, to the chairman of the committee that,
“"While in general the War Department does not favor legislation
singling out an individual for preferential treatment, in view of the
special circumstances in this case favorable report by your committee
and the enactment of the bill in referenee are recommended."”

The bill (8. 33) making eligible for retirement under certa.{nl

1

The history of this officer is unique. He entered the Military
Academy In July, 1883, graduated In June, 1887, and was commis-
sloned, serving as a second lieutenant of Infantry untfl December 15,
1887, when he resigned. In December, 1888, he was reappointed,
was commissioned in January, 1800, and served untfl June @, 1894,
when he was retivred for disability., His circumstances are best de-
seribed in a letter written by him to the chalrman of your committes
nnder date of May 17, 1022, which is as follows:

STATION HOSPITAL,
Fort Banks, Mass., Moy I1, 1922
Hon, JaMes WADSWORTH,
Chairman Benate Commitice on Military Affeirs,
Washington, D. O,

Dear Bir: Your committes has before It Senate bill No. 2750,
which was Introduced Nevember 18, 1921, by Henater BrANDEGER,

This bill, which gives me the rank of major on the retired list
of the Army, has the approval of the Secretary of War. It was
presented to Congress in order to help me finaneially,

I have been helpless and cared for by an attendant for the past
21 years, bearing all the expense jneident te my condition myself,
until my resources are about exhausted ang my only income is my
retired pay a8 a second Ueutemant of Infantry. The disease
which has brought me to this condition is called arthritis de-
formans, every joint being affected, even my jawe, and all of them
being virtually fized.

This condition was brought abeut by exposure while on active
service in the West and Southwest.

I was with the troops that were sent to Highwood, mear Chi-
eago, in 1887, in order to be of assistance In case they were needed,
at the hanging of the Haymarket rioters on November 11 of that
year, and spent part of that bitter winter in ¢amp on the shares
of Lake Michigan. That was the starting polnt of my disability,
and subsequent exposure in Arizona and New Mexico increased
it ontil my retirement became necessary.

So great has become the expense of living and being properly
eared for that my retived pay {8 no longer adequate and I have
been vompelled to give up my home and take refuge in the hospital
at this post, where I am recelving no medical treatment, as my
case is hopeless. I pay my nurse her wages, as I have done for the
past 21 years, and I also pay her board and my own in the hospital.

Under the war risk insurance act a soldier who s in my con-
dition would draw $277.50 monthly as compensation and Insur-
ance. This 1s more than twice the amount which I receive as
retired pay, and his apnual income would be about $400 more
than this bill will give me when passed.

Patients arc not expected to remaln permanently In post hos-
pitals, and 1 respectfully ask you If your committee will not re-
port my bill favorably at this session, so that I may again be
allowed to live comfortably outside the walls of a hospital.

You may obtaln 4 slight idea of my condition from the photo-
graphs T am inclosing.

Very respectfully,
AmBrosE 1. MoORLiRTY,
Second Lieutemant, United States Army, Rebired.

Brig. Gen. Mark 1. Hersey and Brig. Gen. Edgar BRussel, both
classmates at West Point of Lieutenant Moriarty, describe the casa
in letters, which are appended herewlth as explanatory of it:

WAR DEPARTMENT,
Meadquarters, Camp Devens, Mass., May 27, 1921,
Hon, FrAXE B. BRANDEGEE,
United States Senate, Washington, D. €.

Dear BENATOR BRANDEGER: Recently I called on a classmate of
mine in Putpam, Conn., SBecond TLieat. A. I. Moriarty. Hiz case
is one of the most pathetic that I have ever known and one most
worthy of relief on the part of the Tnited States.

Moriarty Is a vietim of arthritis deformans, contrsied on the
bleak shores of Lake Michigan In the winters of the late elghties
preceding the hanging of those anarchists in Chicago, This
eamp was on the spot where Fort Sheridan now stands, was a
canvas affair, and the exposare to which Morlarty was then sub-
Jected was the dlrect cause of all of his sufferings in later years.
His Jjoints have all grown together. He has hardly been able
to move a muscle for 15 years. He ean not even chew, and his
gpeech is mecessarlly impaired as that of a man with set jaws.

He has borne his sufferings with herolsm second to nothing I
have ever seen on the battle flelds of Spanish America, Europe, or
Asia. I know of no man who has stood up to his burden so
uncomplainingly for such a long perlod as Morlarty, His con-
dition 18 such that 4ie has had to have a trained pnurse now for
more than 15 years. This in itself has more than exhansted
his stipend from the Government and he has now practically
exhausted the modest patrimony left hilm by bis father. His case

is one absolutély without parallel in the United States Army =o
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far as helplessness’ and absolutely necessary expenditure is con-
cerned. He ghould  be properly cared for by the United States.
it can not be done on- his retired pay as second llentenant. Here
is the remedy that I am suggesting and with reasonable prece-
dents therefor: That $ie be given the same grade on the retired
list that others of his same length of actlve service Are now
recelving at this time. I think this would mean a majority for
him, as he had five or six years' active service before he was
placed on the retired list; that is, five or slx years' active service
with the eolors, mot counting his cadet service. Men from the
academy in these days with his same length of service have,
many have, reached their majority; all certainly thelr captainey.
The pay of a major or even & captain would, I think, see him
through,

I am presenting for your consideration the case of this very
wonderful officer whose noble bearing of his sufferings from disease
contracted in line of duty has not been equaled, I believe, in all
the history of the Army. A very able and gallant spldier in
the days of his youth who forfeited his health In the service
of his country. Owing to his absolute helplessness and neccssity
for & nurse all the time, his retired pay is not sufficient for his
absolutely necessary expenses by something like $1,100 a year.
I know the details of his expenditures and efy this with assar-
gnee, Just for a litle personal ftem: He has mot afforded himself
any new outér garments In five years,

I bespeak your high power as United States Benator from Con-
necticut in the introduction of a bill to Congress recommissioning
him on the retired list with the grade of officers of his length
of active service now atiain in the same period that he hes to
his credit.

Very gincerely yours,

Marg L. HemseY,
Brigadier General, United States Army, Commanding.

WaRr DEPARTMENT,
Washington, July 25, 1922,
Hon. I'raNg B. BRAXDEGES,
United Btatea Senate, Washington, D, C.

My Dpar SepxatTor BRANDEGER : Regarding the case of Second
Lieut, Ambrose I. Moriarty, United States Army, retired, 1 regret
that my Army duties will require my departure at once, and I
shall not be able to accompany you to the hearing on his case,
as you suggested in the interview July 20. 1 am glad, however,
to present in writing to you and the committee some facts and
obgervations regarding Lieutenant Morlarty.

He and I were classmates in the class of 1887, Unlted States
Military Academy, and I have knewn him intimately. His active
career in the Army was cut short by his retirement for disability
in 1894, doe to exposure In eamp, which resulted in rheumatie
trouble that has gradually rendered him helpless. I understand
that for over 20 years he has required the services of a special
nurge, When I yisited him about 10 days age, I found him in an
invalid's chair, with every jeint rigid, unable to move even hand
or foot, and requiring the constant attention of a special nurse.
It need not be said that his retired pay ($137.50 per month) is
entirely inadequate to suppert him and pay for the unremittent
and skillful nursing his case requires. He has been obliged to
add to his pay some slender private resources, but these are now
exhausted, and he faces a most serfous situation.

He has agked that he “~ promoted on the retired list te major,
which, it appears, would make his retired pay $225 per mouth, If
Lieutenunt Moriarty had not been stricken with this disease as a
direct result of his performance of duty, he would now be at least
a colonel. Mis complete disability is as much the result of his
devoted performance of his duties as that of the soldler receiving
a disability would at ihe front, for which generous provision 1s
now made.

Lieutenant Moriarty was noted as a cadet for his conscientious
performance of his duty. As an officer he showed a zeal and
patriotism which was marked. Lying helpless as he is now, his
mind ls bright, and his patience and uonfailing cheerfulness are
sources of inspiration to all who see him,

His case s deecidedly exceptional and most deserving, and I
deem it a privilege to do what I can to assiast in its favorable
consideration.

' Bincerely yours, Encar RUsser,

Brigadier General, United States Army.
BILLS PASSED OVER.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 48) for the relief of Capt.
Ramon B. Harrison was announced as next in order,

Mr. KING. Let the joint resclution go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution witl be
passed over.

The bill (8. 1014) for the relief of F. J. Belcher, jr., trustee
for Ed Fleteher, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1932) to change the name of Thirty-seventh
Street, between Chevy Chase Circle and Reno Road, was an-
nounced as next in order. )

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res, 60) to stimulate crop produc-
tion in the United States was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over. We can not consider it in the
limited time now at our disposal.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over,

ALASKA STEAMSHIP CO.

The bill (8. T32) for the relief of the Alaska Steamship Co.
was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Clalms
with an amendment, on page 1, line 4, after the word “ pay,”
to insert the words “out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated,” and in line 7 to strike ont * §0,024.27 "
and insert “ $5,974.27," so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he s
hereby, authorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasory not other-
wise approprinted, to the Alaska Steamship Ce., a corporation organ-
ized and existing under the laws of the Btate of Nevada, the sum of
$5,074.27, In payment of the balance due sald company for services
rendered at the request of the United States deputy ecollector of cus-
toms at Unalaska, Alaska, and In pursuance of an agreement with him
for the transportation and care of 193 survivors ef the wreck of the
American ship Columbia near SBcotch Cap Lighthouse, Alaska, in May,
1908.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr., KING. Mr, President, 1 should like to ask the Senator
from Washington [Mr. Joxes] to expliin the bill.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Briefly, the facts are these:
There was a vessel wrecked at Arch Point, Alaska, in Alaskan
waters. The deputy collector of customs had the boat Dore,
owned by this company, go out to get the shipwrecked people.
There were 103 of them. Under the law a collector or deputy
collector has a right to contract for the transportation and care
of seamen. He made a contract with the captain of this vessel
to transport the 103 persons, whom he described as seamen, to
Seward and for their subsistence there until a boat could be
obtained to go on to Seattle.

The boat actually transported them, but it was found when
they got to Seward that only 71 of them were seamen. The
others were employees of another company, but they haid actuo-
ally been fransported. Legally and from a techniecal legal stand-
point they had no right to pay the owner of the boat for the
transportation of the other pergons. That is really the situation -
the bill is intended to relieve. In equity it was thought, as the
steamship company had actually transpoerted these people under
contract with the deputy collector and had met them at Seward
at an expense of $240, that that sum should be paid; and that is
the purpose of the bill

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were coneurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was
read the third time, and passed,

BILLS AND RESOLUTION PASBED OVER.

The bill (8. 1013) for the relief of Gordon G. MacDonald
was announced as next in order. .

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 708) making an adjustment of certain accounts
between the United States and the Distriet of Columbia was
announced as next in order.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the bill

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, that is a pretty important
bill, and I objeet to its consideration at this time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

The resolution (8. Res. 124) directing the Interstate Com-
merce Commission to secure information relative to amount of
money expended for the purpose of creating public interest
favorable to rallroad sentiment was announced as next in
order.

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania.

The FPRESIDENT pro tempore.
passed over.

Let that vesolution go over.
The resolution will be
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The bill (8, 1490) to promote the safety of passengers and
employees upon railroads by prohibiting the use of wooden
curs under certain eircumstances was announced as next in
order,

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask that that bill go over, the Senator
from AMaryland having requested that that action be taken.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

The bill (8, 185) to promote agriculture by stabilizing the
price of wheat was announced as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that bIll go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

COMPENSATION OF WARRANT OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN, ETC.

The bill (8. 2401) providing for the compensation of re-
tired warrant officers and enlisted men of the Army, Navy,
and Marine Corps, or any other service or department created
by or nnder the jurisdiction of the United States Government,
and warrant officers and enlisted men of the Reserve Corps of
the Army and Navy was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Tet that bill go over.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Utah will
withdraw lis objection for a moment, T desire to say a few
words about the bill. I can not conceive that there ean he
any opposition to it. The bill was introduced by me for the
purpose of straightening out misunderstanding on the Panama
Canal Zone, The bill has been recommended by the Secretary
of War and has been reported by the Committee on Military
Affairs without the slightest objection,

Mr, KING, 1 will withhold my objection until I shall have
heard the Senator's explanation of the hill,

Mr. EDGE. The purpose of the bill is to permit retired en-
listed men and warrant officers in any branch of the service
to retain their retired pay when working in other employment
on the Panama Canal Zone. I understand it has heen the
custom down there, so far as possible, to employ retived en-
listed men and warrant officers in various governmental activi-
ties. Those men have always heretofore drawn the pay to
which they were entitled on account of their service in the
Army and, in addition, whatever remuneration the Cangl Zone
government provided for them. The question, however, has
arisen whether, under a strict interpretation of the Panama
Canal Zone act as set forth in the report, this can legally be
done. This bill simply straightens out that situation so that
those men may receive ithe money which they have earned
through their service and still be paid the salary allowed them
by the Panama Canal Zone authorities. That is all the bill
propuses to do.

Mr. KING. I still insist on my objection, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hill will be passed over.

BILLS PASSED OVER,

The bill (8. 2168) for the relief of David €. Van Voorhis was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 7468) providing for the development of hydro-
electric energy at Great Falls was announced us next in order.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

COMMERCTAL PACIFIC CABLE CO.

The bill (8. 709) for the rellef of the Commercial Pacifie
Cable Co, was announced as next in order,

My, KING. Let that bill be passed over,

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Utah withhold his objection for just a moment?

Mr. KING. Yes.

Mr. WADSWORTH. If there was ever a case where the
Government owed a cltizen or group of citizens money, this is
one. Certain cables, as Senators kunow, center at the Island
of Guam, A vessel of the United States Navy in attempting
to do some salvage work dragged its anchor across the com-
mercial cable, which is owned by the Commercial Pacific Cable
Co., und destroyed it so far as its being able to render any
service was concerned. The cable company had to bring a
cable ship from a Chinese port to Guam in order to repair the
cable. The incident was Investigated by the Navy Depart-
ment, and the Nayy Department admitted that its own per-
sonnel, through this aceident, had imposed this expense upon
the cable company. The amounts have all been audited and
carefully examined, and the Navy Departinent certifies that,
in its Judgment. the Government should puy the cable com-
puny the sum proposed to be appropriated.

Then the bill covers a second Instance of the same character,
there heing two inecidents covered by this bill, In restoring a
buoy to position at Guam a group of naval personnel under
the command of an officer dropped a very heavy buoy anchor.
composed of a heavy block of cement, thinking they were
doing so in a place where the cable would not he Injured.
Unfortunately, they dropped it directly on the cable, smashed
the Insulation, exposed the wires, and destrayed all means
of communication between the United States and Guam. The
cable company was compelled to bring a eable ship from Hono-
lulu o Guam, something like 2,000 miles, to repair the eable.
That item of expenditure was carefully audited and examined
by the Navy Department, and the Navy Department admits
that men under it did this damage and that the COmpimy
should be reimbursed. That is the bill,

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit an inguiry?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes.

Mr. KING. Does the Senator think that there ought to be it
direct appropriation or that we ought to authorize fhe stubmis-
sion of the matter to the Court of Claims?

Mr, WADSWORTH. I think, when all the facts are -
mitted by everybody who has ever looked into the matter. that
we might just as well pay our debts.

Mr. FLETCHER. Do I understand that the second provi-
sion of the bill is intended to take the place of another hill that
covered that item?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. The second provision of the hill
was in a separate bill at one time and passed the Senate.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mir. President, the Senator from Utah
assures me that he withdraws his objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ohjection to e
present eonsideration of the hill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had heen reported
from the Committee on Claims with amendments on page 1, line
5, after the word “company,” to ingert “out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated " : and on line 10, after
the dafe * March 21, 1923 to insert “'The Secretary of the
Treasury is also authorized and directed to pay te the Com-
mercial Pacific Cable Co., out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $30,400.38 to reimhurse said

‘company for the cost of repairing certain damages done by the

United States naval authorities to one of said company’s cables
in the harbor of San Luis d'Apra, island of Guam. in Sepfem-
ber, 1907, as reported to Congress in Senate Document No. 88,
Sixty-fourth Congress; first session,” so as to make the bill read :

Be it enacted, ote,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Commeryial Pacific (Cable
Co., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwlse appropriated, the
sum of $16,109.94 to reimburse sald company for the cost of repairing
certain damages done by the United States naval authorities to one of
said company’s eables in the harbor of San Luis d’Apra, island of Guam,
on March 21, 1928, The Secretary of the Treasury is also authorized
and directed to pay to the Commereial Paclfic Cable Co.. out of auy
money in the Treasury not otherwise approprinted, the snm of $30.-
490.88 to reimburse safd company for the cost of repairing certain
damnges done by the United States naval authorities to one of said
company's cables in the harbor of San Luis d'Apra, Island of Guam, in
September;, 1907, as reported to Congress In Senate Document No. 88,
Sixty-fourth Comgress, first session,

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in. ’

The Dbill was ordered to be engrossed for a thivd reading,
read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM J. EWING.

The Senate, as in Commitiee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (8. 964) for the relief of William J. Ewing.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment on page 1, line 6, after the words * sum of,”
to strike out * $2.000" and insert “ $1,560," so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, cte,, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, anthorized and directed to pay, onut of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to William J. BEwing. or hig legal repre-
sentntives, the sum of $1,060, as full compensation for permanent
injuries received by the said Ewing on the 18th day of Decomber, 1001,
at San Franeisco, Calif.,, while in the performance of his duties as an
employee of the United States Life Saving Servico.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,
amendment was concurred in.

and the
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The bill was ordered to Dhe engrossed for a third reading,

read the third time, and passed.
BILLS PASSED OVER,

The bill (8. 2857) for the relief of the Pacific Commissary
Co. was announced as next in order. -

Mr, OVERMAN. T ask that that bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

The bill (8. 2012) declaring an emergency in respect of cer-
tain agricultural commodities, te promote equality between
agricultural commodities and other commodities, and for other
purposes, was aunounced as next in order.

Mr. McNARY. I askthat that bill may go over.

The PRIESIDENT pro tempore., The bill will be passed over.

THE MILITARY ESTABIISHMENT.

The bill (S, 1974) providing for sundry matters affecting the
Military Establishment, was announced as mext in-erder.

Mr. OVERMAN,. Does the Senator from New York desire
‘thet hill to be passed during the consideration of the calendar
under the five-minute rule?

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is just as the Senate desires.

Mr, OFERMAN. I apprehend the bill swill involve discussion;
it is a lomg bill

Mr, WADSWORTH. It is quite a long bill, and contains a
considerable number of unrelated subjects, each one of which
by itself is of wlight importance, 'but in the aggregate they are
important.

Mr. McKELLAR, There is just one item in the bill about
which I have received a letter, and I should like to look into
it. I do net wish to delay if, but if the Senator will permif
the bill to go over I think I shall have no objection to its con-
widerntion the next time It is called.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well, Mr, President, let the bill go

over,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.
REVENTIE FROM PRIBITOF ISLANDS, ALASKA,

The bill (8. 2122) to create a Pribilof Islands fund and to
provide for the disposition of surplus revenue from the Pribilof
Islands, Alaska, and for other purpores, was considered as in
‘Committee of ‘the Whole.

The bill was read as follows: -

Be it enacted, ete., That the proceeds received from the sale of fur-
geal and fox sking, and other products from the Pribilof Islands,
Alnska, be reserved and set aside as a special fund in the Treasury to
be known as the * Pribilof Islands fund " to be appropriated from time
to time by Congress for the expenses of the Department of Commerce in
protecting and developing the fur-seal fisheries and the raising of foxes,
including the furnishing of food, fuel, water, clothing, and other neces-
gurles of life to the natives of the Pribilof Islands of Alaska; transpor-
tation of supplies to and from the islands ; expenses of travel of ageunts
and other employees, and subsistence while on said islands; the pur-
chase, hire, and maintenance of vessels; construction of buildings; con-
sgtruction and repair of roads; the expanslon of by.prodoets plants;
construction and maintenance of cold-storage plants; the development,
construction, and maintenance of adeguate waterworks plant; and for
all expenses necessary to carry out the provisions of the act entitled
“An act to protect the segl fisherles of Alaska, and for other purposes,”
approved April 21, 1910 ; and any balance, or any part thereof, remain-
ing in that fund net needed for above purposes, shall be covered an-
munlly Into the Alaska fund created by the act approved January 27,
1905, ‘08 'Congress may direct.

Sre. 2. That nothing In this act shdll 'be construed to prevent the

payments to Great Britain and Japan from the proceeds of sdles of
sealsking of any amounts due those Governments from sales of thelr
respective ishares of sealsking taken at the Pribllof Islands, .or for pay-
ment from the proceeds of sales of fur-seal and for fox sking of expenses
for taking, handling, curing, iransporting, dressing, dyeing, and
machining ‘and selling of such skins.

See. 8. That this act shall take reffect and be in force from and after
July 1, 1924,

The bill was reported to the Senate without ‘amendment,

ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,

and passed.
OWNERS (OF THE BARGE “ ANODE."”
The bill (8. 78) for the welief -of the .owners of ithe barge
Anode was considered as In Committee of the Whole.
The bill was read as follows:

Be {t enacted, efe., That the claim ©of the Raritan Copper Works,
owner of the American barge Anode, agninst the TUnited Btates for
damages alleged to have been causeldl ‘by eollislon between sald barge
‘and the U. 8. transport Buford, on the d48th @day of Jannary, 1919,
between Governcrs Islnnd aund Bedloes Island, ‘in New York Harbor,
N. Y., may be sned for by the owner of the said barge in the United

‘Btates Distrlet Court for the 'Southern District of New York, sitting as
4 court of admiralty and acting under the ‘rules governing such court;
and said court shall have jurisdletion to heir and determine such suit
and to enter a judgzment or decree for fhe amount of such damages,
including interest and costs, if any, ag shall be found to be'dne agninst
the United Btates in favor of the owner of the sald American barge
Anode, or against the owner of the said American barge Anode in
favor of the Unlted States upon .the same principles and measures of
liabllity-as in Hke cases kn admiralty between private parties and -with
the same rights of appeal: Provided, That euch notice of the suit
ghall be given to the Attorney General of the Unlted Btates as may
be provided by order of the said court,.and 1t shall be the duty of the
JAttorney General 4o cause the United Btates attorney in such district
to appear and defend for the United States: Provided further, That
sald sult &hall be brought apd commenced within four months of the
date of the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

OWNERS OF STEAMEBHIP “ COMANCHE.”

The bill (8. 82) for the relief of the owners of the steamship
Comanche was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
The 'bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the clalm of the Clyde Steamship Cp,,
owner of the American steamship Comanche, againet the United
Btates for damages alleged to have been caused by collislon between
sald vessel and the Unlted States battleship Imdieng and the United
Btates destroyer MoCall on the 14th day of December; 1817, off Nortons
Point, N. Y., may he sued for by the said Clyde Bteamship (Co. in the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New ¥ork,
sitting a8 a court of admiralty, and acting mnder the rules governing
guch court, and saild court shall have Jurisdiction ito hear and deter-
mine such sult and to enter a judgment or decree for the amount of
guch damages, including interest and costs, il any, as shall be found
to be due ‘against the TUnlted Btates dn ‘favor of the owners of the
gaid American steamslip Comanche, or against the owners of the wald
American steamship Comanche in favor of the United States, upon
the same principles and measures of lability as in like cases in ad-
miralty between private parties, and with the same righta of appedl:
Drovided, That such notiee of the suit shall be glven to the Attorney
General of the Dnited States as may be provided by order of the said
court, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney General to capse the
United States atterney in such district to appear and defend for the
TUnited 'Btates : Provided furthey, That said sult shall be brought and
commenced within four months of the ‘date of the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
orderedl to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

STEAMSHIP “ CEYLON MARU."

The bill (8. 84) for the relief of the owners of the sieam-
ghip Ceylon Maru was considered as in Committee of the
Whole and was read, as follows:

Be At enacted, otc, That the claim of Nippon Yusen Kabushikl
Kaisha, owner «of the Japauese steamslip Ceylon Maeru, ngainst the
United ‘States of America for damages alleged to have been taused by
collision off Trompeloupe, France, on November 2, 1918, between the
gaid vessel and the American sieamship Jeannette Skinner, owned by the
United States of America, and being then operated by the War Depart-
ment in its transport service, may be sued for by the said Nippon Yusen
Kabushiki Kaisha in the Disiriet Court of the United States for the
Rastern District of New York, sitting 'as a court of admiralty and
acting under the rules governing such court; and such court shall have
jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit and to enier a judzment
or decree for the amount of such damage, including interests and costs,
if any, as shall be found to be due agninst the United Htates in favor
of said Nippon ¥usen Eabushiki Kaisha, or against the said Nippon
Yusen Eabushiki Keisha, in tavor of the United States, upon the samo
‘prineiples and measures of liability ‘as in like cases in admiralty. be-
tweon private parties mnd with the same rights of appeal : Provided,
That such notice of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of
‘the United Btantes as may be provided by order of the sald court;/and
1t shall be the duty of the Attorney General to cause the United States
attorney in such distriet to appear and defend for the United Btates:

Provided further, That in the suit authorized by this act any and all

of the tesfimony talen 4n the ‘suit of Nippon Yusen Kahushiki Kaisha
against the steamship Jeannette Skinner begun by the filing of a libel in
ithe District Court of ithe United States for the District of Mavyland on
March 1, 1919, may be offered by or in behalf of the Government or the
\owner of the Ceylon Marw and shall be admissible dn evidence: 4nd
provided further, That saidisult ghall be bhrought and eommenced within
four qmonths.of the date of ithe passage of this act.
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLE PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 2601) to amend the Penal Code was announced
as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 2603) in reference to writs of error wus an-
nounced as next in order,

The reading clerk read the bill

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, in the absénce
of a report or an explanation from the Senator who introduced
the bill, I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

WILLIAM MORTESEN.

The bill (8. 148) for the relief of William Mortesen was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Commitiee on Claims
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words * sum
of,” to strike out * $20,000 " and insert * $1,000,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, eto., That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money In the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Willlam Mortesen, the sum of
$1,000 for assistance rendered to the United States Government in
Iand cases in Oregon.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

NEAR EAST RELIEF (INC.).

The bill (8. 87) for the relief of the Near East Relief (Inc.)
was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read,
as follows:

Be it enacted, cfe., That the Becretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to cancel and abandon the claim in the sum
of $032,6069, with Interest, for United Btates property sold in 1919
to the Near East Rellef (Inc.) for use in relieving and supplying the
pressing needs of the peoples of the countries involved in the late war.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from New
York [Mr. WapsworTH], who introduced this bill, make an ex-
planation of it?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, Senators of course are
familiar with the work of the Near East Rellef, It saved the
lives, no doubt, of thousands and thousands of women and
children in Asia Minor in the troubles which overtook that
region following the end of the World War. Much of its work
waus in Syria and Armenia and in those regions whiech formerly
had been under the Turkish Empire, and which were in a
highly demoralized condition.

The War Department had surplus supplies on hand and
entered into a contract with the Near Kast Relief for the sale
of a considerable quantity of supplies. Many of the supplies
were near at hand—that is, they were in Hurope—and they
were sadly needed in this region. The War Department had
no right to make a gift to the Near East Relief or to any other
relief organization. The supplies were handed over to the
Near Bast Relief. They were distributed to starving women
and children. T imagine it was done in the understanding that
the conditions were terrible, and the Near Kast Relief was
willing to enter into any kind of an obligation in order to get
the supplies and save the lives of these people. The fact of
the matter is that the Near East Relief (Inc.) has no money
at all, It expended all its funds, which were raised by private
snhscription, in saving the lives of these people, and it simply
cann not pay the War Department the six hundred and odd
thousand dollars. The War Department has no right to
release it.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, did the Near East Reliel
organization furnish a statement of account showing what it
had done with these supplies?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, yes.

Mr, McKELLAR, The Senator is satisfled that all of these
gupplies were used for a good purpose?

Myr. WADSWORTH. Oh, without a doubt.
directly to the famine region.

Mr, McKELLAR. I have no objection. Of course we all
recognize what an awful situation that wns; and so far as
I am concerned I have no objection to the passuge of the bill

They were sent

Mr, CAPPER. Mr. President, there i8 not a chance in the
world that the Government will ever get n dollar from the Near
Kast Relief Assoclation; and this simply straightens out an
account on the beoks of the Government, It is a matter of
hookkeeping.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the
Senafe, as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment.
If there be no amendment to be proposed, the bill will be re-
ported to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 349) for the relief of sufferers in New Mexico,
from the flood due to the overflow of the Rio Grande and
its tributaries, was announced as next in order.

Mr. Mc¢KELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator
New Mexico make an explanation of this bill?

Mr. DURSUM, This is the same bill which was passed
by the Senate at the last Cougress. The bill is to take care
of flood sufferers who suffered great damage by reason of
the construction of a dam by the Reclamation Service, thereby
causing a great flood of water on account of sudden, torrentinl
rains, which destroyed practically the whole community. The
Senate passed this Dill at the last Congress, and this s a sim-
ilar bill, introduced by my colleague [Mr, Joxes].

Mr. McKELLAR. How much is appropriated?

Mr. BURSUM. Seventy-five thousand dollars,

Mr., OVERMAN, Let the bill go over.

Mr McKELLAR. I think it had better go over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes of Washington in
the chair). Ofjection 1x made, and the bill will be passed
over.

from

ERIE RAILROAD CO.

The bill (3. 085) for the relief of the Erle Railroad Co,,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ofe,, That the claims of the Erie Railroad Co. against
the United Stites for damages alleged to have been sustained to its car
float, cars, and the contents thereof in New York Harbor on July 6,
1922, may Dbe submitted to the United States Court for the Bastern
Distriet of New York, under and in compliance with the rules of said
court sitting as a court of admiralty: Provided, That the said court
shall have jurlsdiction to hear and determine the whole controversy anid
to enter a judgment or decree for the amount of the legal damages
sustalned by reason of said collision, if any shall be found to be due,
either for or against the United States, upon the same prineiple and
measure of liability with costs as In like cases in admiralty between
private parties, with the same rights of appeal: Provided, That such
notice of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of the United
States as may be provided by order of the sald court, and it shall be
the duty of the Attorney General to cause the United States atiorney in
such distriet to appear and defend for the Unlted States: Provided
further, That said suit shall be brought and commenced within four
months of the date of the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. )

ALBERT ANDREWS.

The bill (8. 1307) for the rvelief of Albert Andrews for loss
of personal effects while serving with the military forces of the
United States was copsidered as in Comunittee of the Whole
and was read, as follows:

Re it enacted; ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwlse
appropriated, to Albert Andrews, formerly corporal, Band Company,
One hundred and sixty-fourth Infantry, Forty-first Division, United
States Army, the sum of $288, such sum being in full satisfaction of
all claims on account of personal efects of said Albert Andrews lost
In transit from Hempstead, N. Y., to Mayville, N, Dak.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

RILL PASSED OVER.

The bill (8,15068) for the relief of certain officers in the United
States Army was announced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President; unless there is some ex-
planation of this bill, 1 suggest that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

ANNIE H. MARTIN,

The bill (8. 1318) for the relief of Annile H. AMartin was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :
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Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwlse appropriated, to Annle H. Martin, of Carson
Clty, Nev., the sum of $545.02 to enable her to make payment of a
liability incurred by her as acting assayer In charge, United States
Mint, Carsen City, Nev,, for losses in operating on bulllon.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE IN FEDERAL COURTS,

The bill (8. 624) fo amend the practice and procedure in
Federal courtg, and for other purposes, was announced as next
in ovder.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, I should like to hear from
the Senator who infroduced the bill.

Mr, CARAWAY. My, President, this is a bill providing
merely for the practice and procedure in Federal courts. It
has a unanimous report $rom the Committee on the Judiciary.
It passed the House of Representatives at one time without a
dissenting vote, It iz an effort to make the practice and pro-
cedure in the Federal courts conform to that in the State
courts, and denies to a Federal judge the right to express an
opinion as to the credibility of witnesses or the weight of the
testimony.

Alr. McKELLAR, 1 indorse very heartily the bill, as far as
it goes. I think it might go further, but I am not going to
ohject to its passage at this time, hoping that hereafter we can
add other restrictions upon the power of Federal judges to
direct juriez to bring in verdicts.

Mr: REED of Pennsylvania. I ask that the bill go over, It
seems to me it ought to be discussed,

Mr. CARAWAY. T hope the Senator will not object to the
consideration of the bill. To start in with, when T was in the
House I introduced the bill, and Mr. Granas, a Member of the
House from Philadelphia, and I worked on it and agreed upon
it, and it passed the House without a dissenting vote, The
same measure was introduced here, and the amendments are
simply a change of Innguage. It received the unanimous report
of the Committee on the Judiciary, The subcommittee that con-
sidered the bill was composed of the Presiding Officer of this
body. the Senator from lowa [Mr. Cimamins], and the Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. KEensr]. It received quite a thorough
going over in the committee.

Every suggestion is embodied in it, The chairman of the
committee, the Senutor from Connecticut [Mr, BrRANDEGEE],
the Senator from Moutana |Mr. WarsH], and others took a
great deal of inferest in it. I sincerely hope the Senator will
not object to its consideration.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am perfectly willing to have
the bill considered on its mevits. It sees to me that the power
of a United States judge to express his opinion, based on his
long experience on the beneli, to a jury which is ealled in, per-
haps made up of meun who never before have served in a court,
has been a wholesome one. 1 think it has made for greater
justice and a better administration of justice in the Federal
courts. 1 believe that it ought to be preserved. I do not
agree with my lnwyer friends who would make a trial judge a
mere automaton, sitting up there and allowing verdicts to go
on what he feels confident is perjured tfestimony, without
power to commeni to the jury on the inconsistencies of the
statements of oue witness or another. VWhy, Mr. President, I
think justice is furthered by retaining that power in the trial
judges of the Federal courts, and for that reason I object to it
as a matter of principle.

Mr. CARRAWAY. Mr. President, I presume the Senator will
concede that all of us have some guestion of principle at stake
in it. Others do not agree with him. Therefore, he ought not
to insist that his individual opinion shall override the opinion
of the Senate and give the Senate no chanece to pass upon it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, The Senator did not under-
stand me. I mean to say that 1 oppose the bill because of
what seems to me to be a matter of principle. I realize that
the Senator is equally entitled to his opinion, and I do not want
to object to the present consideration of the bill, but I do
hope the Senate will see fit not to pass the bill.

Mr. CARAWAY. I beg the Senator's pardon; I misunder-
stood him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, I suggest the
absence of a guorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vaﬁithhsnggir[ests the absence of a quornm. The Secretary will
ca e roill,

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to
thelr names:

Adams Dial Johnson, Minn,  Ralston
Ashurst Dill Jones, Wash, X Ransdell
Borah Edge Kendrick Reed, Pa.
Brandegea Edwards Eeyes Bheppard
Brookhart Elking King Simmons
Broussard Ferris Ladd Smith

bruce Fess (] Smoot
Bursum Fletcher McKellar Spencer
Cameron Frazier MeKinley Stantield
Capper George McLean Swanson
Caraway Glass McNary Trammell
Colt Hale Neely Wadsworth
Copeland Harreld Norris Walsh, Mass.
Couzens Harris Oddie Walsh, Mont,
Curtis Heflin Overman Weller

Dale Howell Pepper Willis

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I desire to announce that
my colleague [Mr. SHiErps] I8 detained on account of illness.
I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-four Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, the bill on
which the Senate is now asked to pass ought to be understood,
I think, by the Senators before they vote on it. It will mean
that in the trial of a jury case in a Federal court the United
States judge, no matter what his experience, or what the in-
experience of the jury may be, no matter what the lack of
credibility of a witness may be, must sit on the bench and send
the case to the jury without calling attention or indicating
an opinion as to the value or lack of value of any witness's
testimony. The judge may express no opinion, even though he
Is certain that a verdict one way or the other would be against
the weight of the evidence, and even though a witness hias con-
tradicted himself hopelessly the judge can not call attention
to that. He must treat that witness, in his references to the
festimony, exactly the same us a witness whose testimony is
corroborated by a hundred circumstances.

It reduces a judge to practical impotence. I think the pres-
ent system has worked very well for 135 years, and there is no
gg:}cl-usion for changing it. I hope the Senate will not pass this

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
first amendment.

The Reapine CLerk. On page 1, line 4——

Mr. PEPPER rose.

Mr. DALE. I want to ask the junior Senator from Penn-
sylvania his opinion as to the requirement of the bill that the
judge shall deliver his charge in writing.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That merely adds to the diffi-
culty of the trial judge. In most courts the practice is for the
Jjudge to deliver his charge orally, and have it taken down by
a stenographer. Then it is subject to a further consideration
afterwards.

Mr, DALE. Is it not almost impossible for a judge to write
out his opinion between the introduction of the evidence and the
turning over of the case to the jury?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, I have never known a court in
which that practice prevailed. It would seem to me that it
would necessitate a considerable recess between the closing of
the evidence and the summing up of the ease, if that practice
were adopted. I would like to have the Senator who introduced
the bill tell us what seems to him to be the advantage of hav-
ing the trial judge reduce his charge to writing hefore delivery,
and the advantage of having the charge delivered before the
arguments of counsel.,

Mr., CARAWAY. That is the law in very nearly every State
in the Union.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have tried cases in a good
many States, and I have never seen that done.

Mr. CARAWAY. Unfortunately, I have not tried cases, then,
in States where the Senator has tried them, because I have
never seen the rule otherwise,

Mr. DILL. In my State that is always the rule in the trial
of cases.

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania. That the charge is written oat
before it is delivered?.

Mr. DILL. The judge delivers his charge in writing.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Before the arguments of
counsel? )

AMr. DILI. Before the arguments of counsel,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I just came into the Chamber,
and consequently do not know the parliamentary situation. I
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do not know what amendment is pending. Will the Chair advise
me?

?I‘iua PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary had just started
to state the first amendment when the Senator from Penmsyl-
vania [Mr. Pepper] rose. The Secretary will state ‘the first
amendment,

The Reapive COmgrk. On page 1, line 4, after the word
“ gonrt,” strike out the words “ triable by jury, in which the jury
has been impaneled to try the issue of facts,” and insert in lieu
thereof the werds “tried by a jury.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the pending amend-

ment.
Mr. NORRIS., I want to discuss the proposition invelved
in some of the committee amendments, I believe the provision
found in one of the amendments that the judge shall del;ver
his charge before the arguments of counsel ought to be elimi-
nated. I do not believe that is good practice.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I interrupt the Senator right there?

Mr. NORRIS. ‘Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. That provision ecame into the bill in this
way: In most of the code States, in my State, among others,
the judge is required teo deliver his charge before the argu-
ments of counsel. In other States that rule does not prevail.
It was the belief of the committee that the practice ought to
be uniform within a State, and therefore there is a provision
on page 2 of the bill that in those States where the practice
in the State courts is for the judge to charge the jury after the
arguments, the same rule shall prevail in the Federal courts.
The idea is to make the Federal Judge sitting in the State
conform 'to the procedure in the State courts.

Mr, NORRIS. I observe the language, which I had not
bhefore noticed. 1 think that it is proper to have the Federal
practice conform ‘to the State practice. I want to say Just a
few words about the bill

Mr, FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does ‘the Senator from Ne-
braska yield ito the Senater from Ilorida? :

Mr. NORRIS. 1 yield.

Mr., FLETCHER. Does not the Senator think that really
the provision' in section 2 as oviginally written is preferable
to the amendment; that Is, instead of striking out from lipe 1

to line b, inclusive, on page 2, as reported by the committee,

the original language is a better expression of the idea and a
better provigion than ithe provision that the judge shall charge
in writing? Under the laws of Florida, for instance, the
charge shall be in writing if requested by counsel.

Myr. NORRIS. Mr, President, my own idea is that we ought
to make it ‘mandatory by statute, compel the judge in A jury
case to reduce his instructions to writing.

Mr. CARAWAY. May T make a suggestion to the Senator
as to this particular amendment? I think all in the committee
tinally agreed that if the case were of such minor importance
that the parties did not insist on the charge being in writing,
they could waive that, although the law says it shall be i
writlng. The attorneys in the case may waive that if ‘the
case I8 of such miner importance that nelther side desites to
lLave the instructions of the court in writing,

As to the other idea, that it shall be in writing, some mem-
bers of the committee were of the opinion that if it was only
to be put in writing at theé request of one of the parties it
might raise in the judge a prejudice against some litigant or
his attorney who insisted upon the charge being in writing,
and therefore it is so worded that the charge must be in writ-
ing; but of course we understand that if the parties do mot
insist upon it it may be waived.

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose most Members of this body have
had experience in the trial of jury cases, a good many of them
as attorneys, many of them as judges, and thelr experience
has extended over a great many years in most cases. An
attorney who had been practicing exclusively in United States
courts, where the judge delivered his charge orally, and was
not familiar with the practice where the judge was required
to reduce his charge to writing, would be perhaps impressed
very much as was the Senator from Pennsylvania. He would
think that such a practice would mean -delay, and too many
inconveniences and hardships on the trial judge. I want to
assure the Senator from Pennsylvania, from an experience
of a great many years, both as an attorney at the bar trying
lawsuits in both criminal and civil cases and as a judge who
has been required to reduce his imstructions to writing, that
no such condition arises on account of that kind of a law,

1t very often occurs that when a trial is finished, if the
attorneys waive argument, as they do sometimes, and submit
the case, so that it is-submitted to the jury, or if it is for any
other reason submitted to the jury abruptly, and the judge

has not prepared hig instructions, a stipulation may be en-
tered Into in open court that the judge shall charge orally
and a stenographer take it down, and that each party can
have his exceptions noted after it has been wrltten out and
after the jury returns a verdict. That can be done by agree-
ment,

Mr. CARAWAY. Certainly, if the judge does not under-
stand the law well enough to veduce his charge to writing,
he should not be permitted to just talk abeut it, shonld he?

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly not. I have always felt that way.
Dut, in my judgment, one of the faults I have to find with the
United States courts is that the judges instruct the jury orally
and express an opinion about this man and that man or this
witness and that witness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-
ness, which is Senate bill 5, the general pension bill v

Mr. NORRIS. Is there ohjection to finishing consideration
of the bill which we have been discussing?

Mr. BURSUM. Will it take long?

Mr. NORRIS, I am gure I do not know. T was almost in
the middle of a sentence and I want to finish what I have to
gy, anyway. I can do that no matter whether the unfinished
business is laid aside or not. )

1 feel deeply about this practice, Mr. President, because while
my experience is not worth more than anybody else’s, I have
had most of my life until I came to Congress devoted to this
very thing. The ldea of permitting a judge gitting on the
bench, with all the secret power and unexpressed ability that
he has, to control a jury by the simple expression of an opinion
is something that is liable to turn any lawsuit ene way or the
other. I am nof complaining that the judge occupies such an
exalted position. I want him to be respected in just that way
by the jury, so it Is in no sense a criticism of the court, but
the trial ought to be free from that influence, It ig the duly
of the Judge to tell the jury that the jury are fhe judges of the
credibility of the witnesses and not the presiding judge, and he
never ought to express an opinion one way or the other,

Mr. BEED of Pennsylvania, Mr. President, will the Senator
yield for a question?

‘Mr. NORRIS. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Do we not get the same result
exactly when we allow the judge to erder a new irial if in his
Judgment the verdict Is against the weight of the evidence? Is
it not the commen-sense thing to reach that resolt directly by
letting . him state what in his opinion is- the weight of the
evidence?

Mr., NORRIB. No; not by any means. I take it that no one
will dispute the propesition of law that the credibility of a
witness is an exclusive function for the jury and not the court.
They have a right to judge by the appearance of a witness, hy
the reasonableness of his testimony and the story that he tells,
by the fact that he is contradicted or corrvoborated by circum-
stances, or other evidence in the case, and the amount of weight
to be given to the corroboration or denial, or any circumstances
proved on the trial that tend to uwphold or to overthrow a man’s
testimony. The weight that should be given to it is not for the
judge, but for the jury.

I do not believe anybody will digpute {he propoesition of law
that the judge ought to tell them so, and he ought fo refrain
from saying to the Jury, “I think this man's story is rather
doubtful,” or * this man looks as though he was a good fellow
and you ought to give his testimony a good deal of weight.”
That is outside of his duty, and he ought to be compelled to put
in writing everything he says to the jury, and let either side
except to the instructions, and the reviewing court then has the
power and the jorisdiction to pass thereon.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President——

Mr, NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvanla.

Mr, PEPPER. 1 apologize to the Senator for asking a
question about a matter that he passed away from in his argg-
ment. He spoke first of the second section of the bill, which
is the one that deals with the reguirement that the charge
shall be delivered before argument of counsel, exeept in States
where the practice is otherwise. I wanted to ask the Senator
how it worked in practice to follow the procedure there indi-
cated of allowing counsel to have the last word, as it were,

before the case goes to the jury, rather than that the jury,
should go out with the instructions of the court ringing in

their ears.

Mr. NORRIS. My own idea is that the judge ought not to.

be required to deliver his instructions before the argument.
He ought to give his imsiructions after the argument.

Mr. PEPPER. As I understand it, the bill provides other-
wise.
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Mr. NORRIS. The bill, unless there is a different practice
prevailing in the State courts, makes it conform to that prae-
tice, whichever way it may be.

Mr. FLETCHER. The amendment provides “at the con-
elusion of the evidence and before argument.”

Mr. NORRIS. It is provided that if the State practice is,
stherwise he shall follow the State practice.

Mr. PEPPER. I happen not to be familiar with the prac-
tice in accordance with which the counsel make argument af-
ter the charge has been delivered to the jury. The traditional
practice in my part of the country has been the other way.
1 wanted information from the Senator or from any Senator
who could give it to me as to what the actual operation is.

Mr. NORRIS. The actual operation under the bill, as I
understand 1t, in the Senator's State would be to follow the
practice, whatever it may be, in his State.

My, PEPPER, I am not thinking of it exclusively with
reference to my own State. I want to vote intelligently upon
the measure, which will be nation-wide in its application. I
want enlightenment on the guestion of the practical expediency
of atlowing counsel to comment upon the charge of the conrt
already delivered, and to tell the jury what counsel think
of the court rather than leaving it with the court to tell the
jury what the court thinks of counsgel. I have often been in
a position, after hearing the charge of the court, of great
anxiety to rise and ventilate my views about what the judge
had said for the benefit of the jury, but it has always seemed
to me a wholesome restraint upon me that I was not at liberty
to do so. I want to know how it works when It is the other
way around.

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose that if an attorney was argning the
case following the instruction of the court to the jury, and the
instruction of the court to the jury was contrary to what the
attorney was advocating and perhaps believed was the law in
the case, it would make it embarrassing for him. It would be
just as embarrassing, however, if the attorney had teld the
jury what he thought about it and the judge told the jury
that the law was something else.

My, CURTIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatov
braska yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. NORRIS, With pleasure. :

Mr, CURTIS. T merely want to say a word in conneetion
with what the Senator just said. That has been the experience
of practitioners in Kansas, where we have, undder the code, in-
struction by the judge before argument, In the United States
courts in Kansasg the judge does not instruct until after the
argument of counsel, Of course, if counsel states the law one
way and the judge states it another way, counsel may find
himsell embarrassed,

Mr. NORRIS. That would be true whether lie said it before
the judge charged the jury or afterwards. Of course, it is the
duty of the jury, and the judge will tell them so if the ques-
tion arises, to take their view of the law from the court and
not from the attorneys.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I suggest that T do not presume there
ig a jurisdiction at all where the judge would net immediately
stop an attorney if he would undertake to say that what the
conrt =aid is the law is not the law.

Mr. NORRIS, I presume the court would stop him imme-
diately, -

Mr. CARAWAY. He must accept the law as given by the
court. The only chance he has is to show, under the instrue-
tions of the court and the facts as testified to, that he is enti-
tled to win. How much more intelligently he may adopt his
argument to the facts when he knows what the court will
declare the law to be than he could if first required to go
ahead and say, *These are the facts and I think this is the
law,” and have the court then come along and say, * You are
wrong about the law.”

Mr. PEPPER, I would dislike to fry a case nunder that prac-
tice against the Senator from Arkansas, because I know that
without violating the rule he would manage to get across to
the jury the idea that he and not the court knew the law.

Mr, CARAWAY. Of course, that is a left-handed compli-
ment, in which the Senator undertakes to say, without quife
saying it, that T am unfair.

Mr. NORRIS. The first people in the world to detect whether
the attorney is unfair would be the jury.

Alr, CARAWAY. Or some other lawyer.

Mr. NORRIS. They are not numskulls and they know what
ig going on. They know lots of times better than the lawyer

from Ne-

whether the lawyer is fair or whether he Is trying to take
advantage or trying to make a misrepresentation.
not cure those things,
legislation.

But we can
There is no attempt to cure them by this

The great evil in it is the danger that the United States judge
from his exalted and digniied position will drop to the jury
opinions as to the weight of the evidence, the credibility of the
witnesses. and so forth, and thus control the decigion of the
Jury in a line where he has not any business to control it. If
he were compelled to submit his instruections in writing to the
jury, then everything he says is a matter of record, and if it is
reversible error the appellate court will reverse the case. In
addition to that, the jury can take the instructions with them
to the jury room. They are written. The jurors can look at
them and reexamine them at their leisure if they should have
a dispute as to what the law is on any point involved in the
cuse,

I will say to my friend from Pennsylvania that it will not
work out in practice like he has outlined; at least, I have not
seen It work out that way in practice, and I have seen it oper-
ate for a great many years. It is very seldom if the court
instructs a jury after the argument that there is ever a moment
of debate. The judge will prepare his instructions during the
trial of the case. Assuming it is a case that runs over several
days, he will dictate the issues as they are outlined in the
pleadings before half of the evidence Is given, and his stenogra-
pher will write them out. During the argument to the jury
he himself may write instructions. Something may arise dur-
ing the argument that makes him think he ought to give another
instruction. on this peint or that. So when the attorneys ure
through with the argument the judge starts In to give his
instructions.

My, FLETCHER. Mrv, President, T thiuk a great deal of this
measure. 1 have seen the judge of a Federal court in an actual
ease on trial before that court sit and hear the testimony all pre-
sented and hear the arguments of counsel, with his back gen-
erally turned to counsel, and when they finished address the
Jury and say, * Gentlemen of the jury, you shall bring in n ver-
dict for the plaintiff in this case. You can retivre and return
with your verdict.,” That is all the charge he made and that wus
simply 4 direction upon the facts, I submit that ought to bhe
changed.

AMr. XORRIS. I do not want to be eonsidered as claiming
that a jundge should not give a direct instruetion for a verdict
either for the plaintiff or the defendant if the evidenee and the
Inw wareant it in his judgment. But in a disputed case, in a
contested ecase, the judge ought fo remain entirely within his
realm, and all United States judges do not do that. It is quite
a common thing for some judges—not all of them of course, not
halt of them, but there are United States judzes who, by a little
remark here and a little remark there, exnress an opinion that
they have no business to express that will influence the jury and
control their verdict.

M. PEPPER. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFLICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senntor from Pennsylvania®

Mr. NORRIS. 1 yield.

My. PEPPER. 1 wish to inquire of the Senator whether un-
der the Lill as drafted the trial judge would be at liberty in his
opintion fo direct a compulsory nonsuit in a proper case,

Mr. NORRIS. I should think so.

Mr. PEPPER. The provision is rhat he may direct a verdiet,
There is a proviso whicl saves that right to direct a verdiet, but
it seems to me if it is pecessary by proviso to save the right of
the court to direet a verdiet, the proviso onght to cover also the
right to enter a compulsory nonsuit.

Mr. NORRIS. It may be that it shonld. I am not trying to
debate the detnils of the hill but the general principle. The
thing in which I am particularly interested and that whieh I
think the bill'in the main seeks to serve—I mean the main object
of it—is to compel a United States judge to give his instructions
in writing instead of giving them orally, unless counsel in the
case agree that he should give them orally.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. I yield ro the Senator from Georgia,

Mr. GEORGE. In reply to the suggestion or inquiry pro-
pounded by the Senator from Pennsylvania, it seems to me that
the langunage of the bill preserves the right to direct or instruct
a verdict, and it would necessarily follow that the court would
haye the right to sustain the motion, if there was in fact no
issue presented by the evidence in the case,

Mr. NORRIS. T think so.

Mr. GEORGE. In one case he is dealing with a motion and
in the other with the finding of the jury.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; that is true.

Mr. GEORGE., Wherever the jury is to find, either at the
instruction. of the court or as a result of deliberation on the
part of the jury, then there shonll be no expression of opinion
except where there is no issuable defense. DBat where it is
simply a question of a motion—a nonsuit case—I1 think it would
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essarily follow that that power would still remain in the
lgoa:art. Tlfat is a matter that always has been in the cour{ un-
influenced by the jury.

Mr. PEPPER. Would the Senator from Nebraska be of the
opinion that the language of the first section of the bill makes it
unlawful for the court to comment upon the probative value of
different kinds of evidence, as, for instanee, to call attention
to the fact that evidence less than the best evidenee has been
received, or to the different degrees of cred.l_bj.uty of different
kinds of documentary evidence? The provision is very sweep-
ing, and I merely am desirous of eliciting the Impression of
the Senator respecting whether or not we are going a little too
far in trying to accomplish a good purpose.

Mr., NORRIS. I do not see anything that might be so con-
strued in the language, unless it would be the amendment which
reads “or value of the evidence.” The judge ought not to ex-
press an opinion as to the credibility of witnesses. He will
instruect the jury about the credibility of witnesses, and those
instructions will not be written for a partieular trial, but he
will have them in blank, because the instroction in regard to the
eredibility of witnesses would be the same in one case as in
another. In criminal eases there will be always the guestions
a8 to reasonable doubt and the burden of proof; but instruc-
tions on such questions will be general. The judges always read
them to the jury, and have probably prepared them in advm:!.ee.
in view of the pendency of the case. So the burden of preparing
the instruction is not so great as it would seem.

I should like to say to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr., Regn] before I go further into the guestion which has
been asked by the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Yrrpee] that in a given State attorneys who practice in the
United States courts and also in the State courts, ug‘uaHy
prefer the practice in the State courts. In the United States
court the judge is at perfect liberty to say anything he pleases
and does not have to write his instructions down, but in a
State court he is compelled to put in writing every word of
instruction to the jury, and the State supreme court has
always held that if a judge expressed an opinion to the jury as
to the credibility of a witness, and so forth, it would be a
reversible error. I repeat that attorneys practicing in both
those courts, one day in one court and one day in the other,
so far as I know in my whole experience without a single
exception, prefer to practice in the State courts. There may
be those who do not, but those of whom I have any recollec-
tion of ever having heurd them express an opinion thought
the practice in the State courts was much more preferable and
much more satisfactory and resulted in a greater degree of
justice in the administration of the law.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I was not venturing to differ
frem the Semator upon that peint. I wished to direct atten-
tion to the language of the amendment as it appears in the
eighth line with special reference to the words * or value of the
evidence.,” That language gives me some concern,

Mr. NORRIS. It may be that there is some danger in that.
I do not care to discuss it now, because the bill has gone over
anyway. It may be that there ought to be some change in
that language.

Mr. GEORGIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senater from Georgia?

Mr. GEORGH. If the bill is geing over; I merely wish to
make a suggestion.

Mr. NORRIS. I yleld the floor.

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator
from Pennsylvania. I do not think in any ease the trial judge
ought to express an opinion as to the weight of the evidence.
I think he ought te give the rules by which the jury are to
weigh the evidence and to lét them weigh the evidence. We
have in my State what we know as the * dumb™ act. It pre-
vents a judge from expressing an opinion on any disputed
issue of fact or as to the credibility of any witness or as to
the weight of any evidence; and yet the judge ean give all of
the rules by which evidence is weighed; but he must leave it
to the jury to determine the weight of evidence and the credi-
bility of the witnesses, under proper imstructions. :

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
from Georgia yield for a question?

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. -

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, In the Senator's State, is it

within the power of the trial judge to order a new trial if he
regards the verdict as against the weight of evidence?
Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does not the Senator think it
Is pretty hard on litigants to expose them to two or three
trinls when they might just as well obtain the result In the
first trinl?

Mr. GEORGE. No; I do nof think so, Mr. President, because
there exists quite a Jdifferent situation. The jury ought to be
at liberty to find its own verdict, uninfiuenced by expression
or intimation of opinion by the judge. If, after the jury has
found its verdict, the judge is not satisfied with it, if Lo does
not believe it is supported by the evidence or it is strongly
against the weight of the evidenece, then he has the additional
power, as a safeguard to the litigant, to exercise his authority
and to grant a retrial of the case.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I agree with the Senator that
the jury must b, and ought always to be, the judges of the
credibility of the witnesses; but it seems to me that it is ex-
posing the ltigants to unnecessary delay and expense to force
them to try their cases over and over again. I remember one
case in which I was counsel where we had to try the case six
times because the jury persisted in belleving evidence that the
court thought was unworthy of credence. We would have
secured a much quicker result, at much less expense to the
Quovernment and to the litigant, if we had reached a result in
the first place and then had an appeal,

Mr. GEORGE. It is quit: true that does occasionally happen,
of course; but the true rule, in my judgment, is—and I think
this bill is worthy of our support—that the Judge ought not to
express or intimate an opinion on any disputed issue of fact,
or on the weight of any of the evidence in the case, or on the
credibility of any of the witnesses who testify in the case;
but If there is a verdict which offends the conscience of the
Judge, after it has been rendered, he should exercise his au-
thority and set the verdict aside,

However, I believe further that when the ease comes on a
review, as is provided in the laws of many of the States, the
verdict should stand if it is supported by lezal evidence, al-
though the judge might think that the jury could well have
found, or should have found, from his point of view the con-
trary verdict. In other words, a judge ought not to set his own
finding of faet up against the finding of the Jury, because
the jury ought to determine the faets in the case.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President——

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I should like
to ask the Senator a question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield; and if so, to whom? .

Mr. GEORGE. I yield first to the Senator from Tennesses.

Mr. McKELLAR. In further answer to the suggestion of
the Senator from Pennsylvania, who- says that the practice
he suggests would save time and the expense of further
litigation, let me say that, on the contrary, I recall a number
of cases in my own practice where at the close of the testi-
mony the trial judge would turn to the jury and say, “ Gen-
tlemen of the jury, the court instructs you to bring in a
verdict for the defendant.” That put it upon the plaintiff to
appeal to the court of appeals; and I recall in one particular
case, when the facts of the case were stated by the counsel
for the plaintiff, the appellate court, sitting in Cineinnati,
turned fo the lawyer on the other side and asked, “ Has the
counsel for the plaintiff stated these facts correctly?™ and
the counsel said, “ Yes, your honor ”; and then, after a whis-
pered conference the eourt said “ Well, on that state of facts,
we simply reverse the case right here and now.” That put
the plaintiff to a litigation that heé onght never to have been
put to, and that he would not have been put to but for the
power or the exercise of that power—I do not think there is
any authority in the Federal Constitution for it—but for the
exercise of that power by the trial judge. I have known of
other cases of like kind which put the plaintiff to the expense
and the delay of appealing. While justice was finally done, it
was after great expense and delay. So it makes both WAays,
as the Senator from Georgia so well gaid a few moments ago.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. In section 1 the power to
direct a verdict is retained in the trial court; so that it wounld
not affect such a case as that to which the Senator from
Tennessee has referred.

Mr. GEORGE. That is right; the power to direct a verdict
is retained. The power of the court to sustain a motion
as to the legal sufliciency of the evidence, of course, is not
affected by this bill, because that never has been a question
for a jury, but it often works a hardship on litigants where
the judge has erroneously sustained or erroneously overruled
a motion for a nonsuit or Jhas erronecusly directed a verdiet.
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Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. GEORGH. Certainly.

Mr. KING. ©Or erroneously submitted a case to the jury
when he ought to have directed a verdict.

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; when be ought to have directed a yer-
dict. Of course, the converse of that is also true; but the clear
distinetion, it seems to me, is that it is the province of the
jury to determine the facts of the case, the disputed issues of
fact, and it is not the province of the court, and the court
ought never to set aside a verdict merely because, in his opin-
jon, the jury could have found the other way. He should set
aside a verdict only when it is so strongly against the weight
of the evidence as to shock his moral consclence as a judge
or when there is no legal evidence to sustain it. He ought not,
however, te confuse the function of the judge with that of the
jury, one being to find the facts and the other being to admin-
ister the law through the medium of beth the judge himself and
the jury.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President——

Mr. GEORGH. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. REED of Pemnsylvania. The Senator from Georgia has
stated very well what seems to me to be the true prineciple, and
with that I have no quarrel whatever. Now, will the Senator
answer a further question? If the testimony, being so far on
one side or the other that a verdict contrary to it would shock
the discretion of the trial judge, does not the Senator think
that, as a matfter of common sense, the judge should state the
faet to the jury at the time instead of keeping it a secret that
he thinks the testimony ig overwhelmingly on one side? Does
not the Senator think that the ends of justice would be fur-
thered by such procedure?

Mr. GHORGE. I do net, Mr. President; because it involves a
confusion of the function ef the judge with that of the jury.
It never is, in causes properly for a jury, the province of the
court to find the facts; and if the facts, ag the jury has found
the facts, offend the judge, then he has the power to grant a
new trial and to send the case back to another jury; but he
onght not to go outside of his province as a judge and go over
into the prevince of the jury.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 1 quite agree with the Senator
as to that.

Mr. GEORGE. I see the Senator's peint; it looks as though
our courts ought to be purely business institutions and litigation
ought to be handled purely as a business proposition and never as
a matter of sentiment. Yet so long as we have the jury and so
long as we have the judge, they should remain in their respec-
tive spheres and should not overlap one the other; but the
judge has always the power to set aside a verdict, and will set
it aside so long as he pleases under the usunal practice and order
a retrial of the case before another jury.

Mr. NORRIS. And it is not even a reversible errer if he
exercises that discretion.

Mr. GEORGH. It is not reversible error at all;
cretionary with the court.

Mr. KING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Dees the Senator from Geor-
gia yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr GEORGE. I yield.

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator state the proposition too
broadly? Does not the Senator believe that it is the duty of
the court, after the evidence ig all in, if he believes a verdiet
ought not to be rendered for the plaintiff, if a verdict shall be
eranted for the plaintiff, to set it aside or direct a verdict
or grant a voluntary nonsuit?

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, he could not grant an in-
voluntary nonsuit if there was any legal evidence to sustain
that verdiet, whatever might be the opinion of the judge; and
he ought not to direct a verdict even though he believed that
a contrary verdiet would be strongly against the weight of
the evidence and would shock him, because it is not his duty
to weigh the facts under either the HEnglish or the American
system of jurisprudence.

The power of a Federal judge to express an epinion upon a
disputed question of fact, or upon the credibility of a wiiness,
is not nearly so broad as it is commonly supposed to be.
As a matter of fact, a8 Federal judge has not any right to
express an opinion wpon the credibllity of particular testi-
mony ; and when it comes to the final test he must say to the
jury that the ecredibility of that witness is for the jury. He
may give to the jury the benefit of his experience and of his
observation and of his ability te apply rules of evidence to
human testimony; but, after all, he can not invade the prov-
ince of the Jury.

It Is dis-

Mr. McCKELLAR, Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor-
gia yield to the Senator from-Tennessee?

Mr. GEORGE. I do.

Mr. McKELLAR. I indorse every statement that the dis-
tinguished Senator from Georgia has made on this subjeet;
and now I want to ask him about the proviso:

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the court
directing a verdict when the same may be required or permitted as a
matter of law.

Before the Senator answers the question, may I call his
attention to the provisions of the Tederal Constitution under
which Federal judges must act, and under which only they
must act? The sixth amendment provides:

In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to a
speedy and publie trial by an impartial jury—

Of course, that does not mean one where the judge sways the
decision—

of the State and district wherein the erime shall have been committed,
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and to
be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation—

And go forth.
The seventh amendment is as follows:

In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed
$20, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved; and no fact tried by
a jury shall be otherwlse reexamined in any court of the United
States than according to the rules of the common law.

There are one or two guestions that I want te ask the Sen-
ator about that.

Under the sixth amendment, does the Senator believe that a
Federal judge has the right te direct a verdict in criminal
prosecutions?

Mr., GEORGE. 1 do not—that is, not a verdict of “ guilty.”
He may sustain what in eflect at common law was a demurrer
to the evidence, .

Mr, McKELLAR. Of course; I understand that, but I am
talking about directing & verdict, In the next place, his enly
authority is under this constitutional provision. There is no
prevision that he may comment upon the evidence ; that he may
weigh the evidence and direct the jury what verdict to find;
s0 it seems to me that under the seventh amendment it was
never intended that a judge should direct a verdict, and L
should like to have the opinion of the Senator from Georgia
on that subjeect.

Mr. GEORGH. DMy, President, I should not be able to agree
that the judge never should direct a verdiet; because if there
is mo legal evidence—that is, no evidence which is sufficient to
sustain a verdiet—then the judge should direct the verdict as a
matter of right te the litigants and as a matter of relieving
them of unnecessary expense of future trials.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me to interrupt him again, that is to a great extent a matter
of opinion. I have known cases where the judge had directed
a verdict on the greund that there was no evidence, and the
case went to the court of appeals, and the court of appeals
reversed it and said that it did show evidence; it went to a
jury again, and the jury found upon that very evidence in
favor of the plaintiff, and the verdict was paid.

Mr. GEORGE. That is quite true. That is where the Judge
erroneously adjudged that there was not evidence which would
have sustainéd a verdict contrary to the one directed by him.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, if the Henator will per-
mit me——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor«
gia yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I yleld.

Mr. SWANSON. It seems to me this bill is clearly right.
If a man wants to take the opinion of a judge on the law and
evidence, he can demur to the evidence, and if there is nothing
there to sustain a verdict the demurrer to the evidence is sus-
tained, and the judge renders his verdict, or he can move for a
new trial; but of all the outrageous things that I have fre-
quently seen in Federal courts, one of the most outrageous is
the judge delivering the law at the conclusion of the argument
and then taking charge of the evidenee, too. In such a case ha
is both judge and jury.

The Anglo-Saxen idea Is to let the judge administer the law
and let the jury administer the facts, and let the combination
of the two apply the facts to the law as propounded by the
judge. That is the Virginia system. If a man is satisfied that
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there is no evidence to justify a verdict, he can demur to the
evidenee, and the court then has jurisdiction of both the evi-
dence and the law; but a man ought not to be drlven to the
necessity of having a judge, without a demurrer, passing on
both the law and the evidence. _

Mr. GEORGE. I quite agree with the observations of the
Senator from Virginia, and I have taken up quite too long on
this measure. I merely rose to reply to some suggestion or
inquiry made by the Senator from Pennsylvania. While I am
on my feet, I may say that it often has been a debated ques-
tion whether in any case a judge should direct a verdict, but it
is entirely too senseless a procedure to prohibit the judge from
directing a verdiet when there i§ no legal evidence to sustain
that verdiet, and therefore I think he ought to have that
power. I think that ought to be retained by him.

Mr. KING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. GEORGE. Just one minute, I think, also, that the
judge should have, and he does have, even under the so-called
“ dumb ” aets, which are much more drastic than this bill, the
power to summarize the evidence., He has the power to give all
the rules by which evidence is weighed. He has the power to sug-
gest what is evidence of first importance and what is evidence
of second importance. In other words, he has the full power
to bring to the trial of the case those concomitants that have
grown up around trial by jury in the English and in the
American system,

I think this bill is altogether worthy of the support of the
Senate, as I have already suggested, because I think it will
remove the temptation to abuse the discretion and power which
Federal judges have sometimes exercised. I would not myself
require the judge to put his charge in writing, though I have
seen instances which appeared to justify so drastiec a provision
as that. I think the better practice is, as stated in this bill
as originally drawn, that on the demand or request of counsel
the judge should reduce his charge to writing; but I appreciate
the objection to that made by the author of the bill, the Sena-
tor from Arkansas.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
permit a suggestion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr, GEORGE. T yield; but I am perfectly willing to yield the
floor, becanse I did not intend to occupy it so long.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It occurs to me that the prin-
cipal difficulty with the bill as it now stands is that it forces a
peculiar practice on some of the States in which no court at
present follows that practice. For example, in Pennsylvania
we have in no court, so far as I know, the practice of reducing
the charge to writing before it is delivered. I quite see the
foree of the suggestion that in States where that is the general
custom it ought to be followed in the Federal courts; and as a
practical suggestion may I suggest that the bill go over now,
and that such slight amendment as it needs to protect the-local
practice and to make it uniform ecan be doubtless agreed to in
a few brief moments, and then we will not take so much time in
debate when the bill comes up the next time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the
Senator from Pennsylvania that the bill has gone over.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I was going to suggest that the
discussion go over, as well as the bill.

AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
the unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside in order
that we may consider Senate bill 2704, order of business 302. I
do not think it will lead to any discussion, It is simply a bill
for the adjustment of claims growing out of overcharges and
undercharges ariging from the reciproeal relation between the
railroads and the shippers.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina asks unanimous consenf that the unfinished business be
temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of Senate bill 2704. Is there objection?

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, with the understanding that
the bill will not entail any discussien, I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (8. 2704) to amend paragraph (3), section 16, of
the interstate commerce act, which was read, as follows:

Re it enacted, ete., That paragraph (8) of section 16 of the inter-
gtate commerce act be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as fol-
Jows:

“(8) (a) All actions at law by earriers subject to this act for re-
covery of their charges, or any part thereof, shall be begun within
three years from the time the cause of action acerues and not after.

“(b) ANl complaints against ecarriers subject to this act for the
recovery of damages not based on overcharges shall be filed with the
commission within two years from the time the cause of action aecrues
and not after, subject to subdivision (d).

“{e) For recovery of overcharges action at law shall be begun or
complaint filed with the commission against carrlers subject to this
act within three years from the time the cause of action acerues and
not after, subject to subdivision (d), except that If clalm for the
overcharge has been presented In writing to the earrvier within the
three-year period of limitation said period shall be extended to include
glx months from the time notice in writing is glven by the carrier to
the claimant of disallowance of the claim, or any part or parts thereof,
gpecified in the notice.

“{d) If on or before expiration of the two-year period of limitation
in subdivislon (b) or of the three-year period of limitation in sub-
division (c) a ecarrier subject to this act begins action under subdivi-
glon (a) for recovery of charges in respect of the same transportation
service, or, without beginning aetion, collects charges in respect of
that service, said period of limitation shall be extended to Iinclude
00 days from the time such action is begun or such charges are col-
lected by the carrier.

“{e) The cause of action in respect of a shipment of property shall,
for the purposes of this section, be deemed to accrue upon delivery
or tender of delivery thereof by the carrier and not after,

“(f) A petitlon for the enfortcement of an order of the commission
for the payment of money shall be filed in the district court or the
State court within one year from the date of the order and not after.

“{g) The term *‘overcharges' as used in this section shall be deemed
to mean charges for transportation services in excess of those ap-
plicable thereto under the tariffs lawfully on file with the commission.

“(h) The provisions of this paragraph (8) shall extend to and
embrace cases in which the cause of action has heretofore acerued,
as well as ecases In which the cause of action may hereafter acerus,
except that actions at law begun or complaints filed with the commis-
sion against carriers subject to this act for the recovery of over-
charges where the cause of actlon accrued on or after March 1, 1920,
shall not be deemed to be barred under subdivision (¢) if such actions
ghall have been begun or complaints filed prior to enactment of this
paragraph or within six months thereafter.”

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to have some ex-
planation of the billL

Mr. SMITH. As I stated, 1t is simply a bill for the purpose
of adjusting the statute of limitations in reference to both the
shippers and the railroads.

Mr. McKELLAR. It is a bill that ought to be passed by all
means, as I belleve, and I hope there will be no objection to it.

Mr. KING. I thought the Senator from South Carolina was
about to offer some explanation of the bill.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, if the Senate desires T will
read the report on the bill, in order that Senators may get a
clear idea of just what it means,

The Committee on Interstate Commerce, to which was refefred the
bill (S. 2704) to amend section 16, paragraph 3, to extend the time
of filing claims for overcharge, having considered the same, report
favorable thereon and recommend that the bill pass. :

The proposed amendment extending the time for filing the claims of
the shippers from two to three years Is desirable, inasmuch as carriers
are now allowed three years within which time to institute suits for
the recovery of undercharges.

The Interstate Commerce Commission in a letter to the committee
under date of February 25, 1924, in reference to the proposed legisla-
tion calls attention to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United
States in Kansas City Southern Rallway Co. v. Wolfe et al. (201 U. 8.
133), which says:

“PBy its decision of February 19, 1828, in that case the court
held that actions begun in the courts for the recovery of charges
said to be in excess of the published rates when properly applied
must be filed within the two-year period of limitations provided
by sectlon 16 of the interstate commerce act, that the lapse of
time had destroyed any liability by the earrier to the shipper or
his assignee for the alleged overcharge and that its demurrer, be-
cause the claim acerued more than two years prior to the institu-
tion of the action, should have been snstained. In so holding the
court quoted with approval from what It said in Phillips Co. v.
Grand Trunk Western Railway Co. (236 T. B. 662, 667), to the
effect that the lapse of time not only bars the remedy but destroys
the liability whether complaint is filed with us or soit is brought
in a eourt of competent jurisdiction, and that the carrier was bound
to claim the benefit of the statute and could do go by general
demurrer.
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“ Prior to this decision carriers paid admiitted overcharges if
claims were presented to them within the periods of limitations
provided by the State statutes, but under the doctrine of this case
they are prohibited from paying, and the majority of the carriers
now decline to pay, admitted overcharges unless actlon at law
was begun In court or eomplaint filed with us within the statutory
period provided by sectlon 16. It is understood that a few of
the carriers are not following the decision in the Wolf case. As
a comsequence of the decision in the Wolf case an increasingly
large mumber of complaiuts for the recovery of overcharges are
being filed with us by shippers, while others are resorting to court
metion.”

In paragraph (c¢) of the proposed amendment provision is made for
extending said period of limitation to include six months from the
time notice In writing is glven by the ecarrier to the claimant of dis-
allowance of the elaim in which the sbipper may institute sult for the
recovery of the evercharge,

I will state just here that that is really one of the most im-
portant items in this, a provision that in any case where the
carrier disallows a claim the shipper has the right to file suit
within six months thereafter.

The bill was reported te the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

SAVANNAH RIVER BRIDGE, SOUTH CAROLINA AND GEORGIA.

Mr., HARRIS. I understand the Senator from New Mexico
will not object te my request, and I ask unanimous consent for
the consideration of the bill (8. 2538) to extend the time for
the completion of the construction of a bridge across the Sa-
vannah River between the counties of Aiken, S, (., and Rich-
mond, Ga.

Mr. BURSUM. With the understanding that the considera-
tion of the bill will not take up any considerable time in debate,
I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Georgia?

There being no objection, the Senate, a8 in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, on
page 1, line 3, after the word * the,” to strike out the words
“time for the ecompletion of the construction of a bridge and
approaches thereto across the Savannah River at a point suit-
able to the interests of navigation between the counties of
Aiken, 8. C,, and Richmond, Ga., at or near Augusta, Ga., au-
thorized by the act of Congress approved August 7, 1019, is
hereby extended to Aungust 7, 1025 and to insert in lieu
thereof the words “ act approved August 7, 1919, authorizing
the counties of Alken, 8, U., and Richmond, Ga., to construet,
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across
the Savannah River at a point suitable to the interests of navi-
gation at or near Augusta, Ga., be, and the same is hereby, re-
vived and reenacted: Provided, That this act shall be null and
void unless the actual constroction of the bridge herein an-
thorized be completed by August 7, 1925,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it endcted, etc., That the act approved August 7, 1919, authoriz-
ing the counties of Alken, 8. C., and Richmond, Ga., to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Savannah
River at a point suliable to the interests of navigation at or near
Augusta, Ga., be, and the sume s hereby, revived and reenacted: Pro-
vided, That this act shall be noll and vold unless the actual construe-
tion of the bridge hereln authorized be completed by August 7, 1925.

8rc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is bereby
expressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amentdment was concurred in ¢

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to revive and
reenact the act entitled ‘An act authorizing the counties of
Aiken, 8. C, and Richmond, Ga., to construct a bridge across
%hel Savannah River at or near Augusta, Ga.,' approved August

y 91 .|l
PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
slderation of the bill (8. 5) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Clvil and Mexican
Wars and to certain widows, former widows, minor children,
and helpless children of saild soldiers and sailors, and to widows

of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian-war veterans and
their widows, which had been reported from the Committee on
Pensions with amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has not been read.
The Secretary will read the bill

The bill was read.

Mr. DIAL, Mr. President, I degire to make my positlon
understood with reference to the pending bill. I am opposed to
paying a pension to any able-bodied soldier. Under a law
enacted a few years ago all soldiers of the Clvil War were
made eligible for pensions, whether they were disabled or not.
I think that was an error. That bill ought not to have been
passed; but having passed, I feel that the pending bill is en-
tirely out of place and Is discriminatory against the soldiers of
the Spanish-American War. I yield to no man in my respect for
and admiration of a true soldier, Irrespective of whatever war
he fought in, but I feel that Congress is going to extremes in
granting pensions. It seems that under any excuse or pretensa
great sums of money are to be paid out in pensions.

I am told that when President McKinley was a Member of the
House many years ago and reported a bill increasing pensions
he stated that would be the last increase that would ever be
made in pensions for Civil War veterans. Instead of that being
the case, in 1918 a large increase was granted, in 1920 another
increase was granted, and now in 1024 a tremendous increase
is asked for.

I do not know where we are drifting if we keep on extending
this sentimentality. In fact, I hardly know how to characterize
the practice of paying out pensions to people who are called
soldiers, not necessarily who were wounded, not necessarily who
were ever in a battle or anything of that sort.

I -am heartily in favor, of course, of taking ecare of the
wounded, the disabled, and their dependents, of any war,
whether it was the Civil War or the war with Spain or the
last war. But I do not believe the people of the country where
these pensions go favor this method of partiality. It is partisan
legislation, selective legislation, and it does seem to me
that the Senate is stampeded. When a bill of this sort comes
in it seems there is no effort to halt it or to prevent its passage,
The Congress had the liberality or lack of decision last year to
try to pass a bill bere for people who dug post holes during
the Civil War. I shall not be surprised if after a short while
an effort is made to pension everybody who lived above the
Mason and Dixon line, irrespective of what was done by them.

We were told many years ago that there would be no further
increase in pensions, but in 1923 we paid out $263,000,000, the
largest amount that has ever been paid since the Civil War, It
does seem to me that our good Committee on Pensions should
stop to think about the people at home, the people who have to
pay the taxes, the people who have to work, and that they
should try to extend some justice and consideration to the
people who pay the expenses of the Government. It is not only
the soldiers and their dependents who need money with which to
live, but the general population needs it. I feel that it is
unwise to set up one class of our citizens who think they can
live off the toil of the other classes.

Under the provisions of the pending bill the Civil War soldiers
are to receive $72 a month. Under the present law they get
$50 a month and in case they need an attendant, by guing
through a certain process $22 a month more is granted to them.
From what I have read and heard I understand that it is pretty
much a mere form that they have to go threugh, and that the
increase is nearly always granted upon request. In fact, I am
afraid that Congress put that provision in the law in order
to invite soldiers to ask for greater pensions

Having been raised in the country as I was and knowing how
hard it is to make money, I want to say that this amount of
over a quarter of a billion deollars paid out in one year for this
one purpose is an excesslve sum. I can not see any Jjustifi-
cation for it. It seems to me to be a short-sighted policy upon
the part of Congress and particularly the Committee on Pen-
slons to bring in any such bill at this time. We are already
taking good care of the soldiers and of their widows, notwith<
standing some of the widows are quite young. I will not im-
pugn their motives for marrying these old gentlemen, That has
been commented on in the public press.

Furthermore, the bill enlarges the scope of those who are to
be entitled to draw pensions. It takes in the home guard or
militia, or by whatever name it may be known, composed of
people who did not serve in the war at all, but merely wera
ready to gerve. I think even some of those whose names wera
on the muster roll for only 80 days are to draw a pension. -
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Furthermore, I can not see the necessity of giving a pension
to the soldiers of the Philippine insurrection or the Chinese
Boxer rebellion, because my recollection ls that those soldiers
belonged to the Regular Army. They were volunteers, as were
the soldiers in the war with Spain. They are taken care of
under the general law and ought not to be included in the pend-
ing bill.

Another discrepaney found in the bill is that the Spanish-
American War veteran can not draw a pension unless he is dis-
abled, either totally or partially, and then the amount is much
less than it is for the Civil War veteran. To my mind, the bill
is gotten up simply as a bounty for the Civil War veteran.

After a while we will have a pension roll alone that will
amount to more than it cost to operate the Government a few
years ago. When we stop to think about the expenses of the
people, the expenses of the Government, it is enough to require
us to call a halt. It will be recalled that just a few years ago,
before the last war, the national debt was only $1,300,000,000.
That increased to about $26,000,000,000, but has been reduced to
something like $22,000,000,000. That shows, however, that it is
time for the legislators of the country to be very guarded when
we pass appropriation bills and increase taxes upon the tax-
payers of the country. The people are already burdened beyond
endurance. We just read in the paper yesterday where the
ministry of France fell because of a pension bill, and that ought
to be a warning to us. It is very easy for legislators to impose
burdens upon the people, but when the burdens become unbear-
able and politics get too hot, the legislators can resign or retire,
but they leave the burdens still hanging over the people. We
ought to weigh all the facts very carefully before we vole
away the people’s money in that way.

Now, Mr, President, I want to move to amend the bill in
various particulars.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from New Mexico,

Mr. DIAL. I yield.

Mr, BURSUM I desire to ask that the committee amend-
ments be considered first, and then if the Senator has some other
amendments to propose they can be offered after the committee
amendments are disposed of

My, DIAL. That is all right. I do not ask for any vote on
my amendments now. A good many Senators are absent this
afternoon, I would just like to note in the Recorp what I ex-
pect to do at a later time. I shall not insist on offering them
now. I shall just note them in the Recorn. I want to get
them noted in the Recorp, so that if we do not vote on the bill
to-day Senators can see in the Recorb what they are.

Mr. BURSUM. The Senator merely suggests the proposed
amendments?

Mr. DIAL. Yes. I ghall ask no vote at all to-day. I shall
later move to strike out all of section 5, heginning with line 14,
on page 6, and down to line 14, on page 7. Then 1 shall move
to strike out, on page 8, in line 16, all after the word * Spain™”
down to the word “ service " in line 18,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chalr understands that
the Senator from South Carolina is merely giving notice of the
amendments that he intends to offer at a later time?

Mr, DIAL, That is all. I do not see any necessity for in-
cluding the soldiers of the Philippine insurrection or the Chi-
nese Boxer rebellion, there mentioned, because I understand
they were men in the Regular Army enlistment and are taken
care of by the general law.

I shall also move to amend, on page 6, line 12, at the end of
gection 5, by adding the proviso:

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall apply to widows
and dependents of those who served during the war with Bpain.

Then, Mr. President, to-morrow, or when the bill shall be
regularly before the Senate for consideration, I propose to
move, on page 9, to change the compensation fixed for veterans
of the Spanish-American War, so as to grant those veterans
some Increases,

As I said before, these soldiers are recelving most generous
treatment and as large compensation, it seems to me, as they
are entitled to or as the country can afford to pay them. A
service of only 90 days is required, which 18 a very short time,
indeed, for which to put such a burden upon the people, espe-
-cially when those soldiers were not wounded or disabled in any
manner.

As I said on yesterday, Mr. President, pension legislation has
been a very expensive proposition for the United States. There
have been paid out in Clvil War pensions $5,772,000,000, nearly

£2,000,000,000 more than the cost of the Civil War. I do not
recall how many slaves there were in the South, but no doubt
the Government could have paid the South handsomely for
those slaves and have saved a great deal of money besides.

I feel that the reason for this proposed increase of pensions
is somewhat sectional. I regret to say so, but I very much
fear that is one of the causes why the increase is asked for.
I feel that we in the South are either in the Union or that we
were out of it. All sections of the Union ought to be treated
fairly and equitably. When the Government needed help in
the war with Spain and called for soldiers, the whole country
went to Its rescue. When the Government needed soldiers In
the World War, there was no slacking on the part of the good
people of any section. Liberty bonds were bought, and all the
fair-minded and patriotic people served the country to the best
of their ability. It seems to me, after the great destruction
which was wrought by the World War, when we conslder the
debt of nations and of individuals, amounting, T believe, to
something like half of the value of the property in the world,
the time has certainly arrived for us to ecall a halt. What we
need is not to encourage people to look toward Washington for
help, but we need to help the people to help themselves. Let
them bear their burdens, each and every one his part,

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from New Mexico, if
he will allow me, what do the inmates of the old soldiers
home draw per month?

Mr, BURSUM. They draw their pensions.

Mr. DIAL. And they get their support in addition to their
pensions, do they not?

Mr. BURSUM. Yes; the soldiers in the homes are taken
care of in different ways.

Mr. DIAL. Dut the inmates of the soldiers’ homes draw
the same pension as {hey would were they outside of those
homes?

Mr. BURSUM. Yes.

Mr. DIAL., That is my understanding.

Mr. President, 1 suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will
call the roll.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President——

Mr. DIAL. I withdraw the suggestion If the Senator from
New Mexico desires that I shall do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina having made the saggestion of the absence of a quorum,
it can not now be withheld. The Secretary will call the roll.

The principal eclerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Adams Ferris Kendrick Reed, Mo,
Brandegee fess Keyes Reed, Pa.
Brookhart letcher Kin : Robinson
Broussard Trazier Lad Shepﬂar{l
Bursum George MeKellar Smit
Cameron Gerry MeKinley Stephens
Capper Gooding McNary Swanson
Caraway Hale. - Neely Trammell
Couzens Harris Norris Wadsworth
Cumming Harrigon Oddie Walsh, Mass.
Curtis . Heflin Pepper Walsh, Mont.
Dale Howell Pittman Watson

IHal Johpson, Minn. Ralston Weller
Edwards Jones, Wash, Rangdell Willis

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-six Senators having
answered to their names, there is a quorum: present.

WORLD COURT.

Mr, WILLIS. DMr. President, out of order I desire to sub-
mit a request for unanimous consent. I ask unanimous consent
to present a petition from the Ohio League of Women Voters,
confaining some 12,000 signatures, in behalf of the World
Court. I ask that the receipt of the petition may be noted;
that the foreword may be printed in the Rrcorp, it being a
short paragraph, and that the petition may be referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. REED of Missouri and Mr, McKINLEY addressed the
Chair. ~

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I think this is a
highly appropriate time to offer a few obszervations on the so-
called Court of International Justice. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know
whether the Senator objects to the request of the Senator
from Ohio,

Mr. REED of Missouri. I have not made any objection.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec-
tion to the request of the Senator from Ohio.

The petition was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations and the foreword ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

FOREWORD,

Belleving that the greatest need of the world to-day is international
cooperation for peace and feeling convinced that the United States
should become a member of the Permanent Court of International Jus-
tice, which is an immediate and practical step toward peace, the
Ohio League of Women Voters, numbering 12,000 members, herewith
submits a petition of 12,000 signatures from men and women of wvot-
ing nge in Ohio, with the earnest hope that the President and the
Hennte may act at once and favorably upon the proposal that the
United States become a member of the Permanent Court of Inter-
national Justice.

We, the undersigned, arve glad to testify that these signatures are
genuine and represent the deep conviction of the signers.

JULIBTTE BESSIONS,
President Ohio League of Women Voters.
Fraxces HENDERSON
[Mrs. W. E. [HExpERSON],
State Ohairman of the Commitiee on
International Cooperation to Prevent Waur.

Ar., McKINLEY, Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a moment?

Mr. REED of Missouri, Yes.

My, M¢KINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to present a peti-
tion of sundry members and friends of the Illinois League of
Women Voters, signed by some 10,000 names, praying for the
entrance of the United States into the Permanent Court of
International Justice,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and the petition will be received, out of order,
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Are there any maore petitions?

My, BURSUM. Mr. President, would the Senator mind yield-
ing for a few moments to perfect the commitiee amendments
on thig bill, so as to have the bill printed?

Mr. REED of Missouri, T shall not take the whole afternoon.
I should prefer to go on with what I have to say. I want fo
accommodate the Senator, but I hope he will not insist on that
request.

My, President, I am trying to find the names of the members
of .the Court of International Justice. There is no Member of
the Senate who knows these naumes, and no one of the 12,000
petitioners probably knows the names of the men to whom they
want to consign the vital interests of the United States. So
1 think, for the edification of the Senate, and possibly for the
instruction of the good people who have filed these petitions,
which somebody financed, that it would be well to put info the
(ONGRESSIONAL IRREcorDp the names of the men who constitute
this so-called court.

With the selection of these names the United States had
nothing to do. It had neither part nor lot in the organization
of this so-called judieial tribunal. It is composed exclusively
of foreigners, except one man who was named by a foreign
power. Yet we have the astonishing fact that petitions can
be filed here confaining the names of thousands of good folks
who are willing to plunge the United States into a court with the
personnel of which they are not acquainted, and with the rules
and regulations and laws of which, if any there he, governing the
court, we have no part in the making, and can have at the pres-
ent time no part in changing or altering, The spectacle of
pecple demanding that this Government shall assent to entering
a tribunal of the kind I have described is, therefore, one which
calls Tor astonishment and wonder.

Manifestly some of these people think that entering the
World Court carries with it no responsibility, involves no dan-
ger, and is somewhat akin to accepting an invitation to din-
ner, where you are at liberty to eat and drink what you desire,
and leave the rest of the vietuals alone.

Who compose this World Court? I am giving the personnel
as I last heard it. It may have been changed at any time by
the tribunal which created it, and of which we are not a member,
Unless there has been some recent change,  the President is
Bernard Loder, of Holland. Who among these petitioners
knows anything as to Bernard Loder's views touching the
international rights of the United States? Which one of these
petitioners and which one of these distinguished Senators
can tell us anything whatsoever with reference to the character
of thought which dominates Bernard Loder? They may answer
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to-morrow, but, if they answer to-morrow they will in the
interim have been obliged to look up Bernard Loder In
Who's Who in Europe. We know in a vague way that he
is & man of some prominence in his own country, but I ask
which one of you would be willing to submit a matter involving
a private controversy of your clients to Bernard Loder without
first finding out something more about him than you know at
the present time? But with a generosity that is childlike
these gentlemen come forward and propose that we shall submit
what may mean the life or death of this Republic to a tribunal
presided over by a man about whom they know substantially
nothing.

The Vice President is Charles Andre Weiss, of France.
Again I inquire, can either of these distinguished Senators
rise in his place and tell us what are the views and opinions of
Charles Andre Weiss touching international questions? Is he
a man who wants the Ruhr invaded, who has sanctioned the
presence of black troops in portions of Germany, who has been
willing to violate the treaty of Versailles; or is he a man
whose soul regards with abhorrence the spectacle of white
women being practically dragged to brothels to become the
victims of black savages imported from Africa?

Members: Viscount Robert DBannatyne Finlay, of Great
Britain; Dionisio Anzilotti, of Italy; Rafael Altamira, of
Spain. Now, just what does Rafael stand for? Which one
of you is willing to submit your own controversy to this gen-
tleman with the aristocratic name?

D. J. Nyholm, of Denmark; Max Huber, of Switzerland;
Yorozu Oda, of Japan. Just how does this gentleman regard
the policies of America? To what extent is he in sympathy
with demoeratic and republican institutions? How far would
he go in the rendition of ideal justice in a controversy between
the white race and the brown race? -

Ruy Barbosa, of Brazil; John Bassett Moore, of the United
States, who was put in there by some other country, if 1 re-
call aright, I have forgotten what it was, but manifestly he
is the decoy for the United States, He is the worm on the hoolk
that is dropped in the spring waters to attract the hungry
sucker ; and it was undoubfedly the dangling of this American,
who sees fit to represent another country and take a job to
which he is appointed by a foreign power, that attracted the
two Senators who present these petitions.

Then there is Antonio Sanchez de Bustamente, of Cuba.
Now, of course, we know from that very name that anybody
is safe in submitting any kind of a controversy, indlvidual or
international, to Bustamente. He represents a great country
to our South that produces two things we need very much in
this country according to the appetites but not according to
the professions or votes of the statesmen of Washington. One
is sugar, and the other is the thing that makes sugar palatable
in a toddy; but his counfry stands to-day on its feet, becaunse it
is propped in its position by the United States. Here sits a
man representing this little island to our South, and it is
proposed that he shall sit upon a tribunal and decide the con-
troversies between the United States and the great powers of
the earth.

There are also four deputy judges: Michailo Yovanoviteh, of
the Serb-Croat-Slovene State; F. V. N, Beichmann, of Norway ;
Demetre Negulesco, of Rumania; and Chung-Hui Wang, of
China.

Mr. President, some great genius might undertake to portray
the farce of world politics; but if he were to succeed it would
be only necessary for him to present a picture of these 11 men
filing into a room aml proposing to settle a controversy be-
tween the United States and Great Britain where there was
really bad blood aroused.

Are they comparable with our own Supreme Court? Are
they comparable in any way with the supreme courts of our
geveral States? Yet we hesitate to submit personal contro-
versies to these tribunals which we have created, and there are
now on file in the Senate bills proposing to limit the power
of our own Supreme Court.

I assert, aud I shall prove, that the only thing about this
Court of International Justice that bears the slighfest re-
semblance to a court of justice, as we understand it, is to be
found in the name * court,” which it has adopted. Yon can
not change facts by changing names. It was Abraham Lincoln
who once said, * If I say that a dog's tall is a leg, how many
legs will the dog have?” Instantly somebody said “ Five.”
Lincoln said, “ Oh, no; he will have four, Calling a tail a
leg does not make it a leg,” Calling a thing a court does not
make it a court,
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What is a court, as we understand it? First, there must be

rules of Inw under which the tribunal Is to act, and in this eoun-:

try—and I shall speak of American courts only—we hiave, first,
provided for a selieme and plan of government which is ours,
and which we alone may change and we alone may alter.

Second, we have provided for a Constitution of the United
Btates which limits the power of every court of the land, and
that Censtitution we alone ean chunge and we alone can alter.

Third, we have provided in jhe various States constitutions,
adopted by the respective peoples thereof, and these in turn
limit the powers of every court, and preserve and fortify the
rights of every citizen, so that the courts may not go beyond
the fixed limits of the econstitution in Imposing penalties or
exacting judgments.

Fonrth, we have a written code of law adopted by our own
representatives In these respective States, and those laws are
alterable at our will and pleasure, but not otherwise. The
rights thereunder secured can mot be ehanged or aflected by
any power whatsoever outside the boundaries of the United
States. Let us eompare this system of laws which restrict
and limit the powers of American courts, with the rules and
regulations, if any there be, which govern the so-called Court
of International Justice.

There is no constitution to Wmit ifs powers; there is no leg-
islative body to regulate its procedure; there are mo precedents
to govern its conduct. It proceeds, if there be anything con-
nected with it that ean by any stretch of worda be ealled law,
under what Is sometimes termed * international law.” But
what, pray, is International law? It is not law at all in the
sense in which we employ that term. It is at best certain
rules which the law writers have undertaken to evolve from
the general customs and habits of nations and from treaty
obligations which have been recognized by some nations and
disregarded by others. So that it may be sald that to all
intents and purposes this body of men called a court must be
4 law unto themselves.

Mr. President, if it were proposed to set up in the United
States a tribunal called a court which made its own law as it
went along, that tribunal would he at once endowed with every
quality that has cursed every tyranny of earth; for when you
concentrate in one body of men the right to make its own rules
and fo regulate its own conduct, to write its own judgments,
and to enforce its own decrees, you have ereated an absolute
monarchy with every horrible feature attendant upon a one-
man government, with all of the attributes that have made the
tyrannies of earth hated by humanity and that have caused
them to write thelr history in fhe blood and tears of suffering
‘men and women. It is as bad to concentrate legislative and
judicial and executive powers in the same body, whether you
call it a court or whether you call it a king, in the one case
45 in the other.

It would be intolerable to say to our ewn great Supreme
Court that it should decide gquestions as it might see fit, making
its own rules and laws and regunlating its own conduct. If we
were to do that, it would become a judicial oligarchy. We
would have erected upon the ruins of this Republic another
oligarchy as bad as ever was set up by the monarchs of the
past. Yet this is the inescapable position In which the advo-
cates of this court find themselves.

If it should be said that some tribunal shall make the laws
governing this court, I ask, What tribunal? WIill it be the
League of Nations, of which we are not a member? Or will
it be the kings and the presidents and the rulers of foreign
lands? By whomsoever the rules may be adopted, bear in
mind that the United States will have one vote out of all the
assembly, whether it represents a half dozen or represents all
the nations of the earth. I say that the man or the woman
who is willing to bind the United States to an unknown eode
of lawg, to be adopted by foreign nations, and in which we
have only a minority vote, Is willing to take a most desperate
chanee on behalf of this Republic, Yet we are asked to enter
the court; enter it, I presume, according to these petitions,
without quafification; enter it just because the door is open
and we are invited to enter; enter it wtihout rules of Iaw,
withont agreements, without treaties, without knowledge as
to what jurisdiction it may attempt to exercise.

I repeat, sir, yon would not think of conferring that power
on the courts and judges of your own land. You would neot
dream of conferring that power upon the supreme courts
of your own States, althongh the judges are selected from
among your own people, although they owe allegiance to your
fing, and although they are tied to you by citizenship, by the

brotherhood of your race, and by common tenets of a common
religion. You would not dream of it.

I ‘call attention again, now, to the further safeguards you
have drawn around your own courts. 'To begin with, you have
deprived the judges of these courts, in suits at law and in
many instanees in suits in equity, of the right to decide a
question of fact at all. You have conferred that right upon
Juries; and why upon juries? Because lying at the very base
of the citadel of human liberty is this great principle, that
in the last analysis no American citizen shall be deprived of
his Hie, his liberty, or his property, save on the judgment of
his peers, his fellow citizens, selected from the vieinage, Why
are they selected frem the vicinage, and why must they be
of his peers? 4 !

Because the fathers, who knew something of the philosophy
of government, recognized that no great act of tyranny could
ever be made consummate if before that consummation 12
men, who were the neighbors of the man acensed or the man
brought to the bar in a ecivil sult, had ajudged that his life,
his liberty, or his property shounld stand forfeit. So if tyramny
ever reared its ugly head, if it every swept the land with its
bloody sword, if it ever sought to strike at the heart of our
liberty, it would be arrested in the courts of justice by the iron
will and the patriotic hearis of the 12 men who knew
they would likewise suffer if they enforced an umjust decree
or a wicked law.

Is there in this infernational court anything corresponding
to the jury? Are the questions of fact to be decided by our
peers, our fellow citizens? They are mot. They are to be
decided by foreigners who may hate us and who may be glad
of an opporfunity to injure us.

Again, having impaneled this jury to pass upon the ques-
tion of fuet, they are to be presided over by a judge, and who is
the judge? He is, in most of the States of the Union, seleeted
by a small body of the people from among themselves. He
is known fo them. Hig life is known to them. His environ-
ments are known to them. The eharacter of his intellect and
the quality of his soul have been exposed to them. They trust
him but not without Iimit. They give him his term of office for
only a limited in nearly every State of the Union, and
they not only thus limit him but as I have said, they have
limited him by constiutional emactments and by statutory Iaw.

Then do we trust him, this judge selected from the best
of our bar? Do we trust him merely to declare the law to
the jury, leaving the jury to setile the facts? We do not, sir.
We provide in every ease where the amount in dispute exceeds
a few paltry dollars for an appeal to another judicial tribumal,
and that tribunal is selected by a different constituency. It is
likewise governed by rules of law.

It sits In the fuil calm of after life to review the decisions
of the judge. It writes ifs decision in the solemn records that
are to remain there forever. Again, the eitizen ean not be
deprived of his life, his liberty, or his until the
majority of that tribunal have acquiesced In the decision of
the 12 men comprising the jury and in the decision of the
trial judge.

‘We do not stop there. In many States more than one appeal
is permitted, and in all States, wherever the rights of the
citizen under the Constitution of the United States have been
invaded, or wherever he has been demied the process of law
aceording to the law of the land, he can earry his case to
the Supreme Court of the United States. Thus, before the
eitizen can be deprived of his life, his liberfy, or of his prop-
erty, there must be an acquiescence in the deeision by 12
of his own fellow ecitizens, affirmed by a judge selected gen-
erally from his ewn eommunity, reaffirmed by a supreme court
in his State, and finally, in a large number of cases, reaffirmed
by the Federal Supreme Court.

How does that eompare, =ir, with this so-called Court of
International Justice? MWhen it has written its deeree, where
does the appeal lie? To what tribunal! does yeur writ of
error go? There is none. Judgment iz final. It may be as
arbitrary as ean be conceived by human brain, it may be as
vicious as the spawn of perdition, it may be as deadly as the
poison distilled from the crooked teeth of a serpent, but there
is mo appeal and there is no court of review. The decision
may have been ohtaimed corruptly. It may have been coerced,
But the execution, if it has power at all, issues forthwith, and
the outrage hecomes consummirte.

But, Mr. President, there is another distinction between this
court and the judieial tribunals of America. If one of the

| judges of our courts shall fail o perform his duty, if he be not
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retired by the expiration of the term of office, which is very fre-
quent in most of the States of the Unlon, there is always the
right of impeachment. There always hangs over every judge's
head the impeachment sword, seldom used but always potential
to arrest any judge who may be disposed to wickedly trample
upon the rights of the litigants who appear before him, There
ig no such gualifieation, there is no such safeguard appertaining
to this international tribunal.

Mr. President, there is another great distinction, The judges
of our courts and the jurors of our courts must be disinterested.
They must not be prejudiced and they must be without a finan-
cial interest or an interest arising from relationship or any kind
of influence calculated to swerve them from the strict perform-
ance of their duties. KEven the right to challenge the judge
exists, and in the upper courts the judges promptly disqualify
themselves, The right to disqualify the jury likewise exists.
But there is no such disqualification appertaining to the so-called
international court, none whatever., Even if the direct litigants
stand aside there is no way to say to one of the judges, * Your
country is subordinate to the country with which we are at sult
and hence you should not sit. You have expressed an opinion
in this ease and hence you stand disqualified. You are an enemy
of the United States and hence you likewise must vacate.” No
such right exists. In come your 11 men headed by Bustamente
or headed by the Japanese gentleman. When they sit down in
this tribunal they try the case and the right of challenge does
not even exist. .

But, sir, that is not all. I do not intend to take much more of
the time of the Senate. Indeed I am taking very little time be-
cause this afternoon there are only four or five Senators in
attendance, I am talking to the country if the newspaper men
will ecarry my message. If they do not I shall have to organize
an anti-Bok peace plan, 1 think, and get some good people’s
mouey in large amounts to gsend out the argument.

There is another reason. I affirm there is no international
gquestion, big enough in itself and of itself, to really disturb
the people of the world, in which every representative on
this court will not represent a nation having a direct interest
in the controversy—not one; and the question can not be
named to me by any of the Senators present,

Let me give an illustration. We had a controversy with
Great Britain touching the right of the United States to send
through the Panama Canal its ccastwise ships free of charge
and to charge tolls for the vessels of other nations. Great
Britain challenged us upon that and insisted that if our coast-
wise ghips went through free, the vessels of all other nations
must go through free. Our President at that time took the
view of the British. I never took it. The majority of the
Senate would never have taken it if it had spoken its heart.
We built that ecanal with American brawn and brain and
money. We must fortify it, maintain it, and defend it. It is
our property, and we should have the perfect right under the
treaties which we have with Great Britain to send our vessels
throngh on such terms as we see fit. That question is certain
to become a live issue in the future,

Suppose, girs, that to-morrow we were again to reenact the
statute which we repealed and were to provide that American
coastwise vessels could go through our canal free, but that
all other vessels should pay a toll, Suppose Great Britain
were then to hale us, who had entered this international court
at the request of these good people, before these 11 men,
what would be the interest of the nations represented by these
11 men? Holland has her fleet upon tbe seas. Holland’s
interest would be identical with the interest of Great Britain.
France has her fleet on the seas, and her interest would be
identical with that of Great Britain. I assume that Great
Britain as a litigant would stand aside, although, to my
knowledge, we have no assurance of that.

Ttaly has her fleet upon the seag; her interest would be
jdentical with that of Great Britain. Spain still has some
vessels upon the seas, and her interest would be identical with
that of Great Britain. Denmark has many a proud ship float-
ing upon the waters of the ocean; Denmark’s interest would be
identical with that of Greaf Britain. Japan has her fleet upon
the seas, and that pushing, determined, warlike nation has
even more interest in one sense than has Great Britain in the
internationalization or anything approaching the internationali-
zation of the Panama Canal. Brazilian merchants have some
ships, and their interest is akin to that of Great Britain. As
to Cuba, there are Cuban merchants who, I presume, own
ships, although there are very few; but in so far as she has
an interest, her interest would be with Great Britain. John
Bassett Moore, representing somebody, somewhere, somehow,

would he represent our interest or would he represents soma
other interest?

Thus, when this great controversy comes on for trial and
the two able Senators who have presented these petitions ap-
pear to represent the United States—for I will assume them to
be counsel—they go before a packed court, every member of
which was appointed directly or indirectly by those respective
governments, and every one of whose principals is direetly
interested against the United States just as is Great Britain.

Is there anybody who loves his flag and country who is will-
ing that such a thing as that shall ever occur? If there is any
considerable portion of the people in possession of the facts
willing to acecept such an awful chance, then I can see the
day, sir, when the stars will fade from our flag, when its
stripes will lose their luster, when it will become the pale flag
of international surrender and float over the graves where our
dead heroes lie, an insult to their valor and an offense to their
memory.

I have given but one illustration. I ean multiply It, taking
up seriatim the various iLternational problems that may coma
forward. In all the important ones I can show that there Is
an Interest among the natlons which would affect their judg-
ment, which wounld disqualify them if it were an ordinary case
at law, governed by the ordinary rules of procedure.

But somebody says, “ Oh, this I8 going to be a ecourt, and
when these men sit down upon a court they will then do jus-
tice, regardless of interest.” What a silly argument that is!
We do not apply it to judges of our own courts, whom we know
and love. We disqualify them because we know that God
never yet made a man who could entirely dissociate his judg-
ment from his own interest. He may try to do it, but we know
that it is humanly impossible.

We have had examples. Who has forgotten the Hayes-Tilden
controversy, where every judge voted according to the politieal
party to which he belonged, if I recollect correctly? Who is it
can forget that the controversies coming before an inter-
national court are Invariably pelitical? I am speaking of the
great controversies. There might be petty controversles come,
but we need no international court for petty controversies.
Nay, which one of these judges can forget his country and his
country's interest, for that pulls stronger at the heartstrings
of men than does private interest or even private paz-ion or
revenge. For country men will sacrifice their estates; for
country they will drain their veins of the last drop; for coun-
try they will yield even the children of their loins and the wives
of their bosoms; for country they will lie behind prison walls
until brown locks turn to gray and rot upon their temples:
and yet, with deathless courage on their dying lips, will pro-
claim fidelity to flag, to race, and to country, Can these judges,
whose names I have read, lay aside their love of country?
Could an American placed upon this court forget his own
country ; forget the love he had for her soil; the devotion he
bore to her flag; the worship of his heart for his Nation? If
he could, then he would be unfit to decide thie smallest contro-
versy, for he would have lost every noble hiuman attribute,

The Boks and all the other propagandists who may under-
take to fasten the prineiple of Ameriea surrendering any
part of her liberty to a permanent court of the character I am
describing may proceed, but they will not succeed.

A question with more merit in It than this but involving, a3
the American people believed, an impairment of America's
independence, was submitted less than four years ago, and a
majority of 7,000,000 Americans said that America would stay
at home and attend to her own business; that they adhered to
the policy of George Washington., I say now that the political
party that indorses a world court will go to its political death
as certainly as the election day rolls round.

But it will be said the court has no power to impose fts
will. Then, if it has no power to impose its will, it is an
impotent and foolish thing, which will be only obeyed when
there is the will to obey, and where there is the will to obey
there is no necessity for a tribunal to declde.

Mr., President, some day I may feel inclined really to make
a speech about the World Court. 1 am not going to proceed
further this afternoon,

I thank the Senate.

PENBIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. §) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sallors of the Civil and
Mexican Wars and to certain widows, former widows, minoe
children, and helpless children of sald soldiers and sailors,
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and to widows of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian
war veterans and widows.

. Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I .ask that the committee
amendments be first read and considered and disposed of, so
a8 to perfect the pending bill,

Mr, DIAL. Mr. President, I do not want to have the com-
mittee amendments voted on this afternoon. There are other
Senators who want to be heard on the bill. I ghall not oppose
acting on them in the morning.

Mr. BURSUM. I suggest that this action will not interfere
with any amendment.

Mr. DIAL. It will be passing on the committee amendments,
will it not?

Mr. BURSUM. That will not interfere with any amendment
that any Senator may desire to offer.

Mr. DIAL. But we want to resist the committee amend-
ments.

Mr. BURSUM. It is merely perfecting the bill. The bill
is not perfected until the committee amendments are acted
upon.

Mr. DIAT. I know; but we are going to resist the com-
mittee amendments, and we want to resist them before the
Senator has the bill reprinted.

Mr. BURSUM. But there is really no committee amend-
ment for the Senator to resist.

Mr. CUR'TIS. Mr. President, 1f there is going to be a con-
test I hope the Senator will lay aside his measure to-night
=0 that we may have an executive session, It is the unfinished
business. L

Mr. DIAL. We could not go on with it this afternoon. I
will ask to have it go over until to-morrow. I have no desire
to delay the bill unnecessarily, but there are a couple of Sena-
tors who are not here who want to speak on it

Mr. BURSUM. Of course the Senator can delay the
bill.

Mr, DIAL., No; I do not want to delay it.

Mr. BURSTUM. He can obgtruct action on the bill perfecting
it by the adoption of the committee amendments. If that is his
desire, of course, it is possible for him to do it.

Mr. DIAL. No.

Mr. BURSUM. But I submit that it is very unreasonable
and very unjust to object to perfecting the bill, which will in
no way prevent any amendments to the bill being submitted by
any Senator,

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President; if T could delay the bill until the
end of the session or after the end of the session I would do
the same thing that I did in the last session; but I realize that
that would be futile, and I am not going to inflict upon the
Senate my oratory along that line. We want to resist the com-
mittee amendmenis, however, and I ask that the measure go
over until to-morrow morning. So far as I am concerned, I
am not going to try to filibuster against the bill. I would de-
feat it if I could, but I realize that that is impossible,

EXECUTIVE BESBION.

Mr, CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
gideration of executive business,

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in execntive session the doors were reopened and (at 4 o'clock
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
I'riday, March 28, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 27, 192},
PosTMASTERS.
CALIFORNTA.

Anna MeMichael to be postmaster at 8an Juan Bautista,
Calif., In place of Anna MeMichael. Tncumbent's eommission
expired February 11, 1924,

Thomas J. Wylie to be postmaster at Cedarville, Callf, 1n
place of N. J. Street. Incumbent's commission expired Febru-
ary 11, 1924,

Lola P, Neff to be postmaster at Blggs, Oalif, In place of
W. D. Parker. Incumbent's comunission expired February 11,
1924,

Craigie S. Sharp to be postmaster at Crannell, Calif,
in lpla‘fe of C. 8. Sharp. Oflice became fhird class January
1, 102 ;

FLORTDA,

Mary H. Pridgen to be postmaster at Inverness, Fla., in place
of H. Q. Hay, deceased. :

IOWA.

. Frederick W. Wodrich, jr, to be pestmaster at Mount Vernon,
Iowa, in place of F. W. Wodrich, jr. Incumbent's eommission
expired March 22, 1924,

Miller 8. McFarland to be postmaster at Marshalltown, Towa,
in plaee of M. 8. McFarland. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 22, 1924,

Gladdys Westrope to be postmaster at Elliott, Towa, in place
gi (ilgg%dys Westrope, Incumbent's comimission expired Mareh

Alexander B. Clark to be postmaster at Clarinda, Iowa, in
place of A. B, Robinson. Incumbent's commission expire
March 22, 1924,

Herbert A. Harvey to be postmaster at Newell, Towa, in place
of N. A. Jensen, resigned.

Nannie Braden to be postmaster at Maeedonia, Towa, in
pla)ce of Nannie Braden. Office became third class October 1,

KANSAS,

Jogie B. Stewart to be postmaster at Sylvan Grove, Kans., in
place of W. J, Dehler. Incumbent's commisgion expired Janu-
ary 23, 1924,

Myron Johnson to be postmaster at Oakley, Kans., in place
gg 2g A, Milliman., Incumbent’s commigsion expired July 28,

JKENTUCKY.

Ronald 8. Tuttle to be postmaster at Bardstown, Ky., in
place of Henry Whelan. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 4, 1924, :

LOUISIANA.

Minnie M. Baldwin to be postmaster at Bernice, La,, in place
of T. W. Shields, resigned.

MASSACHUBETTS.

Wilhelm O. Johnson to be postmaster at Woronoco, Mass., in
place of W, C. Ring, resigned,

MINNESOTA,

James M. Patterson to be postmaster at West Concord,
Minn., in place of J. M. Patterson. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired February 18, 1924 .

Albert A. Peterson to be postmaster at Blooming Prairie,
Minn., in place of Frank Plotts. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired July 28, 1923.

MISSOURL,

Oley 8. Cardwell to be postmaster at St. Clalr, Mo, In place
of R. O. Murphy. Incombent’s commission expired July 25,
1921,

Philip M. Beesley to be postmaster at Robertsville, Mo., in
place of P, M. Beesley. Office became third elass January 1,
1924,

NEW YORK.

Earl G. Figher to be postmaster at Massena, N. Y., in placa
of J. B. Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expired February
14, 1924 ]

J. Arthur Haight to be postmaster at Peekskill, N. Y., In
place of James Dimond, resigned.

NORTH DAKOTA.

Edith M. Irieson to be postmaster af Underwood. N, Duk,,
in place of K. M. Ericson. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 1, 1924, ' Y

0HIO,

Oliver 0. Robart to he postmaster at Wellington, Ohlo, in
place of J. L. Vanarnam. Incumbent's commission expired
February 24, 1924,

Asher O. Barley to be postmaster at Woodstield, Ohlo. in
place of A. O. Tarley. Tncumbent's commission expired March
20, 1924,

Anstin H. Bash to be postmaster at Strasburg, Obfo, In place
ofgqu’. J. Duonn. Incumbent's eommission expired March 2,
o .

John F. Adames to be postmaster at Llgbon, Ohlo, In place of
‘]Vg.zss. Potts. Tncumhent's commission expired September 23,
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Tollo J. Hopking to be postmaster at Edgerton, Ohio, in place
of R. J. Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expired February
24, 1924, ; ;

Harry B. Hebblethwaite to be postmaster at Berlin Helghts,
Ohio, in place of D. L. Kilbride. Incumbent's commission ex-
pired February 24, 1924,

OKLAHOMA,

Ruth J. McLane to be postmaster at Lookeba, Okla., In place
of M. I. D. Bruce. Incumbent’s commission expired January
28, 1924

PENNSYLVANIA.

TLaura P. Keith to be postmaster at Coraopolis, Pa., In place
of J. T, Butler. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5,
1923

TENNESSEE.

John M. Whiteside* to be postmaster at Bellbuckle, Tenn., in
place of J. T, Clary, Incumbent’s commission expired March
9, 1024,

VERMONT. :

David P, MacKenzie to be postmaster at Island Pond, Vi,
in place of D. P. MacKenzie, Incumbent’s commission expired
August 5, 1923, .

WASHINGTOX,

Rudolph R. Staub to be postmaster at Bremerton, Wash., in
place of R. R. Staub. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 11, 1924,

J. Kirk Carr to be postmaster at Sequim, Wash,, in place of
T. F. Laurenson, declined.

CONFIRMATIONS.
EBzeoutive nominations confirined by the Senate March 27, 1924
POSTMASTERS, f :
IDAHO,

Russ H. Merriman, 8t. Joe.
MAINE.
Charles €. MecLanghlin, Harmony.
Emily 1. Pynes, Sangerville.
NEW YORK.

Vida O. Heinold, Cold Brook.
Charles A. Sandburg, Jamestown.
John Jack, Lawrence.
Charles K. Willlams, Phoenix.
0HIO,
Henry Kemper, Bellefontaine,
Francis E. Cook, Galion.
Gertruode E. Lawson, Irondale.
George . Barto, State Soldiers' Home.
Allan R. Trumbull, Swanton.
Harry L, Liebhart, Wadsworth.
SOUTH CAROLINA.
James H. McCord, Hodges.
Nettle C. Moore, Honea Path.
Henry T. IE. Neuburger, Spartanburg.
WEST VIRGINIAL

George B. McNeely, Mannington.
Francis E. Ross, Power.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Trursoay, March 27, 192).

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.
The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Our Father, the God of our refuge, who is the same yester-
day, to-day, and forever, we would walt on the Lord. We are
thus assured that nothing can separate us from Thy love and
divine compassion. How we thank Thee for Thy wonderful
condescension. Make us equal to all events. Ever inspire us
with the conviction that our work is essentinl and our tasks
altogether sacred, Give us the spirit that 1ifts us joyously and
courageously to our labor. In the fullness of manly strength
and character may Thy revelation of moral and spiritual power
possess us. God in man is the greatest revelation of Himself.
O thus bless and endow us. Amen.

| trations,

THE JOURNAL,

Mr. JAMES, Mr., Speaker—

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. JAMES. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Recorp on the Army appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRHETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, I do not object
to the gentleman’s request, but I think it ought to come after
the réading of the Journal.

The BPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold his request
until the Journal is read? The Clerk will read the Journal of
yesterday’s proceedings. i

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved. A

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr, JAMES, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks on the Army appropriation bilL

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks uonani-
mous eonsent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the Army
appropriation bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. s

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, day before yesterday before
opening my remarks on the Army bill I asked unanimous con-
sent to revise my. remarks. The Rrcomp dees not show it, but
my. notes do. :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

ILLUSTRATIONS IN THE RECORD.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ingquire with
reference to the Recorp of this morning as fo whethier permis-
sion was secured of the Committee on Printing to put in illus-
trations filling seven columns of the Recorbp of a speech made
by Hon. Emanvern CeELLER, of New York. Under date of March
14 on the immigration bill he filled seven columns with illus-
As I understand, permission to do. so can only, be
gecured through the Committee on Printing for this sort of
extension of a gentleman's remarks In the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will investigate. Ths
Chair hardly thinks that would be printed unless consent had
been secured.

Mr., GARNER of Texas. The fauolt is probably not with the
Member but with the Printing Office itself. I understand that
illustrations are prohibited from being printed unless authorized.

AMr. TREADWAY. The fault seems to be with both, and it
ought not to be allowed.

Mr. MADDEN. - You ean not put in illustrations without the
eonsent of the Committee -on Printing.

TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLES.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gentleman
from Maryland [Mr. Zriaracax], who 1s not here now, acting
chairman of the committee, I renew the request he made yester-
day morning to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R,
655) to provide for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels gold in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, to disagree to all the
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference, with the under-
standing, however, that what was agreed upon in the House and
Senate which is not now in the bill shall go into the bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill indicated, dis-
agree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. Is
there objection? y

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
which I do not expect to do, In additien to the tax matter the
gentleman speaks about there was an amendment put on the
bill on the floor of the Honse, which was unanimously adopted,
having been accepted by the committee in charge of the bill

Mr. BLANTON. I will say to the gentleman from Mic¢higan
that as a member of the conference committee I shall contend
for this amendment and shall insist that the Cramton amend-
ment shall be put back into the bill. It is an amendment which
ought to be passed, and I would insist on bringing that amend-
ment back to the House for a vote of the House before that
should be stricken out,

Mr. CRAMTON. I very much hope that will be the attitude
of all the conferees. There are three very important reasons
justifyinig that amendment. irst, it is falr, because a large
part of this tax will be paid by tourists and-residents of other
States. . Second, it will provide a fund that will result in a
very speedy improvement of the streets and their lighting; and,
third, if the gentleman will permit, it will make the tax itself

| much more sutisfactory to a man who drives an automobile and
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Eknows that the money he pays for gasoline tax is going directly
to street improvement.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman need not have any uneasiness
about that.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am glad to hear it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

The SPEAKER announced the followlng conferees: Messrs.
ZIHLMAN, LaMPERT, and BLANTON,

IMMIGRATION BILL.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report
from the Committee on Rules for printing.

The SPEAKER. The Olerk will report it by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

Report from the Committee on Rules for the consideration of the
bill H., R. 7995, a bill to limit immigration of aliens into the
Tnited States.

The SPEAKER. Referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

LETTER FROM SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Rrcorp by inserting a letter re-
ceived from the Secretary of the Treasury concerning a bill
on the Private Calendar to which I objected the other night
concerning the loss of coupons upon bonds. I think the facts
stated by the department will be of interest to the Members of
the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp for the
purpose indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. !

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted I
insert the following letter to me from the Secretary of the
Treasury with reference to payment for lost detached bond
coupons. While this has particular reference to H. R. 3748
now pending on the Private Calendar of the House, the general
policy to be followed is involved and the statement of facts and
conditions presented by the department is worthy of considera-
tion. The letter is as follows:

THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, March 25, 192}

My Drpar CoxarESSMAN: I have noted a discussion which occurred
on the floor of the House on March 21, 1924, in regard to H. R, 3748,
“A bill for the relief of the Lebanon National Bank,” providing for
the rellef on accoumt of the loss, theft, or destruction for coupons
detached from bonds or notes. As you objected to the consideration
of the bill, I deem it advisable to furnish you with certain informa-
tion in regard to the matter in view of some of the statements that
were made in the course of the discussion in the House,

The committee report states that * the Secretary of the Treasury
interposcs mno objection to the biill * =+ *" This statement ia
obviously an error for in my letter to the chairman of the commitiee,
dated January 19, 1924, which js printed in the same report, I set
forth objections and stated that the Treasury is opposed to the passage
of the bill,

It would be particularly unfortunate if this bill should become a
law in view of the fact that the United States would not be able to
protect itself against duplicate payment. And as polnted ont in my
report on the bill, it would be unsafe to grant relief against bonds
of indemunity. It would also let loose a flood of similar legislation, as
there are thousands of cases of lost, stolen, or destroyed coupons, and
many ecases of presumably destroyed coupons without positive proof
of destruction. The United States would thus be placed in the posi-
tion of paying a portion of its debt twice without any means of pro-
tection, and there is no equitable reason why it should bear the burden,
in a large number of cases, of the loss occasioned by the neglect or
carelessness of the owner of the secuorities.

It was stated on the floor of the House that it would be the easlest
thing under the sun to put in a system whereby an efficient file clerk
will be able to consult the file or canceled coupons in order to deter-
mine the facts and protect the Unlted States against a double paynient.
Apparently the magnitude of the coupon business is not fully appre-
clated. There are at the present time something over 26,000,000 pieces
of bearer public-debt securities outstanding. Coupons generally ma-
ture by six months’ periods; accordingly, some 52,000,000 separate
coupons will be presented for payment in the course of each year.
‘While these coupens come from the 26,000,000 pieces outstanding, as
a matter of fact such coupons may pertain to any one of the very
much larger number of securities originally issued—some 150,000,000
pleces. Coupons are pald by the Treasurer of the United States and
by the Federal reserve banks and branches. As a matter of usual pro-
cedure practically all such coupons are cashed at the holder's own

bank or post office, and thereafter are cleared through Federal reserve
banks to the Tremsurer of the United States. In their examination of
pald coupons, Federal reserve banks and the Treasurer of the United
States make no attempt to arrange them by serial numbers; they counld
not do 8o, as a practical matter. The paid coupons finally are for-
warded by the Treasurer to the Reglster of the Treasury, where an
audit s made to determine the correctness of the payments made.
Thereafter the coupons are assorted to serial numbers and the fact of
payment is recorded on numerical register. At this point presumably
it might be possible to take account of a notation previously made,
There is no certainty, however, that this could be done, for the volume
of transactions is so great, the number of pieces 18 so enormons, the
serial numbers run so high (elght digits), and so many hundred clerks
are engaged on.the work that errors will be made in the assortment
and recordation. There are at the present time on file in the register's
office approximately $550,000,000 interest coupons, and the work is not
current. Y "

The department has undertaken the assortment of coupons to serial
number and recordation of the fact of payment ‘because.of the charges
that have been made that the public debt has been largely duplicated.
The temporary Liberty bonds, for the most part, have been retired, and
the number of pieces of securities oulstanding has been reduced to a
more or less manageable basis, In submitting its estimates for the
fiscal year 1925 the department contemplated continuing this particular
coupon work., The House Appropriations Committee considered the as-
sortment and recordation of paid coupons an unnecessary expenditure,
and the Treasury Department estimates for the public-debt service were
reduced in the amount of $234,000, the estimated cost of the work next
year. In his report on the Treasury Department bill made in the
House on January 29, 1924, the chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee referred to the reduction of $284,000, stating that by such
elimination the committee Indicates that a change ghould be made in
the present methods of handling interest coupons. As the bill contain-
ing the reduced item has passed both Houses of Congress it will be
necessary another year to discontinue these records, and, accordingly,
after July 1 next a final check in the matter of separate coupons will
not be possible.

It is not my intention in writing this to assert that these records
ghould be maintained. I am merely calling the matter to your atten-
tion in order that you may know it will be absolutely impossible for
the Treasury to be protected against payments if bille guch as the one
under consideration are enacted. :

I might also add there seems to be some confusion as to the
negotiability of a Government coupon. As I pointed out in my letter of
January 19, 1924, United States bearer obligations pass by delivery
without indorsement and without notice to the Treasury Department,
80 that under generally recognized prineiples of law an innocent pur-
chaser for value, without notice before maturity, acquires good title
thereto, even though reported lost, stolen, or destroyed. They pass
from hand to hand almost like money, and contrary to the statement
that was made on the floor, there i no requirement that a slip must
be made out in the case of Government obligations of this character.

Very truly yours,
A, 'W. MeLLON,
Secretary of the Treasury.
Hon. Lovis €. CRAMTON,
House of Representatives.

SALARIES OF OFFICIALS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE
BANKS,

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I renew my re-
quest made last night to print in the Recorp a letter from the
governor of the Federal Reserve Doard—some remarks rela-
tive to the salaries and expenses of the several Federal re-
serve banks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp for the pur-
pose indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, under leave
granted to extend my remarks in the Recoro I insert the fol-
lowing :

FepERAL REsErvE Boanp,
Washington, March 19, 192},
Hon. ErMer THOMAS,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O,

My Drar Mg, THOMAS: In response to that part of your letter of
March 10 to Secretary Mellon relating te the number and salaries of
officials and employees of the Federal reserve banks, I take pleasure in
inclosing herewith a statement showing the number and salaries of
officers and employees at each Federal reserve bank and at each Fed-
eral reserve branch as at close of business December 31, 1923,

Very truly yours,
D. R. CrISSINGER, Governor.
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Nuinber and annual salaries of officers und ¢mployees of each Federal reserve bank und branch as of December 51, 1023.

Officers. Employoes. Total In-
cindes fol-
lowing re-

Federal me i 2]
Federal reserve-bank or branch. Chairman Banking Anditing TFiseal PR
edaral Other Total Teserve Total rincipall
mgervn Governor. | ;frours, aoffivers. éﬁ'}éﬁt‘ agent’s de- dr:‘;‘:?' ;ﬁ'égsgf' employees. el
agent. partment. . = agancy de-
partment.
A e I 12 12 312 296 | 10,084, 50 3 5| 08,50 | 11,600 572 94
. ‘Balarfes £299.000 { $900, 000 | 82,010, 570 | §2, 557, 670 ($18, 608,962 | $748,574 {1 9609,870 | 1,588, 486 1816, 545, 208 , 122
: Bos%g%gglqw: - 15 ] 31 18 58 T 17
Ealaries $18, 000 $25, 000 $90,040 $142, 040 $838, 110 §66, 490 32, 220 02,824 | $1, 028, 504 §25, 680
Tead office— _ .

- 13 15 036 ) 3 14 88 741 | 17

e 418,000 | §25,000 | #on080 | $142,000 | 8881, 250 ts,ub | swam0| smeni{sLem ] e 6
llnbﬂrnn ng;m— sl A

S e iR
ERbi Y ork chel: 1 i gs il sy 2,574 80 72 183 2, 608 B4 5
Balaries 430, 000 $50,000 |  $400,000 | $180,500 | $3, 898,018 | $150,850 | $150,040 | $351,080 | $4,008, 453 $113, 510
e 3 1 24 36 2, o 72 12 2, 567 63.5

Salaries €0,000]  $30,000 | $380,200 [ $406,200 | §3, 290,013 |  $150,850 | $150,040 | $360,130 | 43, 500, 133 $112,510
Buﬂﬁh hbri;lr:ch— 4 4 1 191 1

Sularies $25,500 | $25,500 | $158, %00 000  $150,300, $900

R 1 1 12 14 B 3 3 829 7
Salaries. ... : £15, 000 $28, 000 $05,500 | $I135,300 | $900,825 | $110,144 §62, 550 $51,430 | 1,154, 940 $31, 520

Klersiang o e 2 7 a25 | 28 30 12 1,108 100
Salories. $25,000 | 990,000 | 170,270 | $205,270 | $1,228,020| 64,500 | 64,808 | 202,434 | SLOSS TS0 | §154,258
e 1 1 1 540 2 - 28 8t 677 3

EBalarles 25,000 | 530,000 | $101,800 | $156,000 | $7Ti7,914 | $64.500 | 857,504 |° $147,%08 | $1,017,326 |  $115,620
Cin%nna%' branch— o 148 3 2 71 13

|

Baitginsg = fa1,00 | #1,0m | 71,808 w.652| ws0| smn70|  $10,206
Pitts ranch—

6 207 2 10 258 19

Bnaricn. $37,000 | 837,800 | 304,108 $3,810°  $26,616 | 8834, 654 $19, 361

B Sy 1 1 25 531 14 18 50 713 1
Balaries. $15,000 | $18,000 | $134,700 | $I67,700 | $730,000 | 828,560 | $33,770 | $67,520| 850,440 £63,210
b, 1 1 18 18 i 14 14 1 518 10

Salaries_ . $15,000 | $18,000 | $09,800 | ' $132,800 | 500,700 | s28,560| §26,010 | §65,960 | $631,220 851, 850
gy i T 7 100 ' 4 1 195 1

Slaries. 91,90 | 84900 [ 520,300 6,300 | sLo00| s2820]  s1560

oA s 1 81 83 360 9 17 4 430 25
ries. 1 wsmooo| msuwo0| 150,800 | §189,300 | $421,500| 819,580 | $20,040| 564,000 | $534,180 [  #a7,080
i 1 1 14 16 219 0 R 35 277
o5 12,000 | $15,000 | $80,500 |  §110,500 | $237,464 | 510,580 | $25,040 |  $54,100 | 635,084 $32, 400
o N"mhnl':r 3I 3 26 28 1.
BT i $12, 800 $12, 000 $30, 580 280,880 |0
Jackli;ronvj}l"}e branch— g 2% o
ot e L e e U e i e e e e B M N & . o o O R L R S s O O e R Y B et & TN S I S
§11,800 | §11,800 | 831,740 $81,740 {27 =
Nsshvﬂ]eb:'mnh—- 3 f o5/ 3 2% 3
um

Salari : f11,400 | sm400] ss2,9% $4,440| 530,810 84, 440
NuwNOrleg;s branch— % 5 o 2 iy

Salaries <o $20,500 | §29,500 |  $90,600 5,100 $5,520( 301,280 81,140
Ilnb;:inn ng;nc’y— 3 4 1 g " ]

i Selaries $6,900 | $6,800 §7, 660 $7,060 {
o A 2 2 1 1

Balaries. $6, 500 §6, 800 $1,020 §1, 020
th&.ﬁw‘ 4 43 1,470 61 38 105 1,683
Sﬂﬂﬁ?— $24, 000 §$35,000 | §276,650 | '$335,650 | §2,081,830 | §122,980 | §70,800 | $182,2%0 | 2,407, TIO §106, 730

Number 23 85 320 5 34 100 1,513
Deg:?rlim m.wln ms.m% $238,750 | $207, 750 | s1.sm,3' 70| §120,040 $62,700 |  $173, 560 | $2,159,010 $106, 750

Number. 8 8 150 2. 4 5 T

Balaries $37, 000 $37,000 | 228,020 £2, M0 $8,160 | $8,680 | $8,790 |memmeeee

ek ik gy 1 2] - D g 18 13 58 627 2
mr:m‘ $18,000 | §$25,000| 133,540 | $170,540 | $708, 056 $20,700 | $17,940 |  $80,300 | $845,896 36, 720

Number 1 1] 18 13 9 58 418’

Salaries 18,000 600 953 230 m% $20, 700 $12,480 |  $80,300 | $570,080 | | %24,720
leﬁ Robc; o $18, §25, . 81, y $124, = ; : %
bn;;"?;ﬁm $15,600 |  $15600 |  §76,620 | $1, 500 $78120 |

G | i ‘5: o 8l 1 P B S e

Salarfes.... $18,420 |  $18, $100, 016 1,620 $102, 830 |-cuancoaen

! ?umm [ [ 0 2 2 [ ¢ B il n
: ugndlgi(ﬂ;m $17,580 | 817,580 §01,920 $2,840 $04. m'. AR
ber_:...... : 17 19 857, 5 12| 8.5 460 :
“H"m; 4 - $15, 000 mm} 889,200 ( ®124,200 | Sa57,498] 923,580  6uL 2001 HIL5, 4581 $06T, 536 $100, 754
Number. St R | 1 13 15 309 12 10 83 414
$15,000 | §2,000| §72,000| §107,000| §3s0,488| $23,380 | $18,500| $100,368 | 531,736 $02, 064
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Number and annual salaries of officers and employess of each Federal reserve bank and branch ax of December 31, 1923—Continued.

Officers, Employees. Total in-
cludes fol-
lowing re-

Federnl bank or branch Chai Federal ixgua i
reserve bank or L rman i
land Federal Govees Other Total ?i:nplin"g reserve A&;%E’:f_g ngma- Total |principally
Teserve “| officers. officers. Tens. agent’s de-| oo yam. employees, | in fiscal
agent. partment. 1 partment. agency de-
partment,
Minneapolis—Continued.
Helens Branch—
Number 4 4 48,6 2 4.5 56 5
....... $17, 200 $17, 200 $57, 010 $2, 700 $6, 000 $65, 800 $8, 090
EKansas (‘ity (tot.a.l)
Number.... 1 1 26 28 626 15 18 73 2 107
%ae];;dlaﬁ. 3 $15, 000 $20, 000 $133, 520 $168, 520 $878, 040 $32, 040 §30, 120 $134, 240 | §1,074, 440 $142,223
ollice— .
Number 1 1 13 15 62 15 13 61 451 88
Ealarfes...__ $15, 000 $20, 000 $78, 700 $113, 700 $521, 520 $32, M0 $22, 440 $111, 920 $687, 920 $113, 003
Denver branch— ;
Numher. 4 4 ] S e e x4 4 82 3
L T RS R R i e RS0 R gl §18, 200 $16, 200 $104,400 ... ... §1, 560 $7, 080 $113, 040 $4, 080
Oklahamn cjty branch—
Number. 4 4 4 4 ] 3
Salaries....... $15, 600 $15, 600 $116, 340 $1, 560 $6, 720 $124, 620 $4, 020
Omaha branch— :
Number 5 3 03 3 4 100 I
Salaries $23, 320 $23, 320 $135, T80 $4, 560 $8, 520 $148, 860 $10, 320
Dallas (total): t L
NI B St s 1 1 21 23 454 15 21 533 18.58
%a}&:crlimﬁ _________________________________ $18, 000 $18, 000 $103, 350 $129, 350 $626, 320 £30, 620 $39, 420 $73, 310 §775, 670 $32, 610
oliice—
Number.... 1 1 13 15 320 14 16 300 15.33
Balaries. _. $18, 000 $18, 000 $71, 850 $107, 850 $450, 260 $33, 620 $20, 520 $68, 240 $500, 640 27,020
El Paso branch—
Number. i B 4 4 1 2 3 8& 3.25
Balaries $16, 500 $16, 500 $82, 120 $, 140 $5, 070 $01, $5, 400
Houston branch—
N b 4 4 64 1 3 o AR Ty
§15, 000 $15, 000 $84, M0 §3, 000 $5, T60 886,700 |.—oociiiii
39 41 054 23 22 70 1,004 24.78
$214, 000 $263, 900 | $1, 408, 460 $60, 280 $49, 320 $134, 640 | §1, 652, 700 $44,070
18 20 330 14 M 431 10. 76
$121, 800 $170, 800 $408, 320 $60, 250 $25, 080 $107, 820 $601, 500 $20,319
B & 287 4 2 273 8
$22, 920 $22, 920 $363, 000 $6, 660 $3, 360 $373, 920 $13, 560
4 4 ™ 1 L BSOS R
§16, 650 $16, 680 §110, 400 §1, 200 $8, 000 $120,000 |.ocneennnnan
Balt Luke City Branch—
N a5 5 5 155 5 2 162 2
....... £ $23, 500 $23, 500 $247,080 | o oeaaaaas $8, 580 £, B0 $200, 400 $3, 840
Sea:t]e h‘fﬂﬂﬁh—
1 gfr"m m.ug su,ug m.séo‘? """"""" w,m% so.mg sms,m;; ss,mc’r
alaries. 2
Spokane branch—
Number... 4 65 2 2 69 2
Balaries $17, 460 $17, 460 $04, 800 $4, 380 $3, 840 $108, 020 2,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same:

8. 214. An act for the relief of the Old National Bank of
Martinsburg, Martinsburg, W. Va.

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
golve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R.
T87T.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
cgnsideratlou of the bill H. R. 7877, with Mr. Tizsoxy in the
chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration
of the bill H. R. 7877, the War Department appropriation bill,
which the Clerk will report by title,

The Clerk read as follows:

A blll (H. R. 7877) making appropriations for the military and
nonmilitary activities for the War Department for the flscal year
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes.

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose yesterday there
was a point of order pending against an amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HupsPETH].

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to take just a
minute of the House's time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly.

Mr, SNELL. Under section 2 of Rule XXI the rule says:

No appropriation shall be reported In any general appropriation bill,
or be In order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre-
viously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for
such publle works and objects as are already in progress.

Under section 821, defining what is meant by “projects al-
ready in progress,” it specifically states:

The purchase of adjoining land for a work already established has
been admitted under this principle,

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Hupseeru] states that this
land i adjoining to the Fort Bliss Reservation. So far as the
parliamentary situation is concerned, there is absolutely no
question but that the amendment is in order. But personally
I think it is wrong economically to allow such a proposition to
come in. But so far as the amendment is concemed it is abso-
lutely in order,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, may I say just a word?

The CHATRMAN, The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle-
man from Ohlo. A

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have looked up the precedents since
I addressed the House last evening, and there is no question in
the world but that the precedents all hold that where it is con-
templated to purchase land which is in fact adjacent to any
land owned by the Government it is deemed to be a continua-
tion of a public work, and that has been the uniform line of
precedents. It is noteworthy, however, that in these prece-
dents, which appears in Hinds’, fourth volume, section 3766,
and following for several pages, the point of order was usually
made by an eminent parliamentarian. Mr. Olmsted, of Penn-
gylvania, made the point of order on twe or three different
occeasions, ag did Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, and others.

What I want to suggest to the Chair is that there are times
when it may be advisable to depart from the precedents, where
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it is evident that the precedents are against the public interest.
For instance, if the Chair should hold, following these prece-
dents, in this particular case that it is in order to appropriate
land or take land, as Is contemplated by the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas, merely because it is adjacent
to an existing military reservation, we find this sort of a
situation: If, for instance, the Government owned an acre of
land which was a reservation of some sort, it would be in
order to annex the township to that land—the township in
whieh it lay. Thereupon it would be in order to annex the

entire county, after which it would be in order to annex the

State. The State having been annexed, it would be in order
to annex the whole United States, and even, as the gentleman
from Kentucky suggested to me a moment ago, the 8-mile limit.

Now, that seems to be a perfect absurdity. It seems that
the original ruling was made without due regard to its final
effect. The present occupant of the chair is an extremely
broad-minded man. He attempts in his ruolings, whenever
possible, to have the public good first in mind. I suggest to the
Chair that this would be a very fine opportunity to overrule
this general line of precedents, in order that we may not be
faced with sueh an absurdity as the one now before us.

- Mr, GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
vyield for a question?

Mr. LONGWORTH.
pleasure,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I have not been in close attendance
upon the proceedings of the committee, but my recollection is
that the Chair has already had one experience of that kind
and the committee failed to sustain his viewpoint.

Let me ask of the Chairman and of the gentleman from
Ohio, Who is to determine whether this is good public policy
or not? ;

Who is to determine whether the precedents of 50 years past
are good or bad precedents? Is the one man now sitting in the
chair to revolutionize the precedents of the House of Repre-
sentatives for the last 50 years beeause, forsooth, his judgment
is not in accord with them? A very distinguished Speaker of
this House hag said, and very truly said, that this House is
master of itself; and if we can establish the precedent here that
one man can overrule the precedents of 50 yeurs, then the House
can establish another precedent and produce another revolution,
as it did some years ago when it upset itself and produced what
amounted to a revolution.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me suggest to the gentleman that
the precedents do not go back 50 years. The first precedent
quoted was in 1907, 16 years ago. After all, it was a very tech-
nical decision.

Of course I am not in favor of rcvolution in what I said to
the Chalr, or suggesting that he would put himself again in a
position where he would be in danger of being overruled. I
would suggest, however, that the Chair submit this question to
the House for its determination. I should be very glad to abide
by the decision of the House.

Mr. BLANTON. .Before the Chair rules on that subject, Mr.
Chairman, I would like to be heard. 3

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule, but he will
hear the gentleman.

Mr. BLANTON. For a moment, in view of what the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. LoneworTH] has said. Whenever ex-
pediency enters into a decision of the Chair gentlemen are going
to find themselves meeting their decisions face to face, coming
back again.

I want to remind the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNgworTH]
of his position that was taken here on a Distriet bill once, when
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CrAmMroN] was insisting on
his provision in the bill to buy land adjoining a scliool building
and erect a new school building on it in lieu of the old one. I
remember very distinetly the ruling of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. LovewortH] on that matter, to wit: That it was a con-
tinuing operation on the part of the Government; it was a con-
tinuing business, because, having the old building, the new one
contemplated was In the nature of repair work, and so on, and
it even went further than that. Amnother question came up
about buying new playgrounds entirely across the street from
the existing building.

‘Mr. MADDEN. Mr, Chairman, will. the gentleman yield
there? : "

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN Of course, the gentleman’s ruling at the time
was based on a request by the Government for the purchnse of
the land, but there is no such request before us now.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to show how far it went. It even
went to the extent of buying a new playground entirely across
the street. There was a street there intervening. I stood on

I will yield to the gentleman with

the floor and argued against the precedent that would be thus
established. But expediency intervened and controlled.

They wanted these playgrounds across the street and they
wanted the new building, and the genileman from Ohio [Mr,

- LoxaworrH] did not hesitate to set aside precedents then,

Mr. LONGWORTH. But, as I recall, that was not an amend-
ment offered from the floor,
= Mr., BLANTON. No; it was in the bill, but it was legisla-

on.

Mr. LONGWORTH.
mittee,

Mr. BLANTON. But it has been held for 50 years that an
appropriations committee has no more right to put legislation
in an appropriation bill than any Member has from the floor.
A commitfee can not do a thing In an appropriation bill legis-
latively which any Member from the floor can not do, so far as
new legislation is concerned.

Mr. LONGWORTH. The “ gentleman from Ohio” will admit
that sometimes he takes the easiest way when he is in the
chair.

Mr. BLANTON. I know that; but then he always meets

It was legislation reported by the com-

| himself coming back, as in the present instance.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Nevertheless, I should think it would
be very wise to change this line of precedents.

Mr. RANKIN., Mr, Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Misslsslppi de-
sire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes

The CHAIRMAN.,
gentleman,

Mr. RANKIN. In reply to the argument of the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. LoxeworTH] to the effect that these points of
order were made by eminent parliamentarians, and should be
given great weight, even if they were overruled, I would like
to call the Chair's attention to the fact that in the case re-
ported in Minds' Precedents, section 3769, the amendment was
offered by Mr, Joseph G. Cannon, himself one of the most emi-
nent parliamentarians, perhaps, this House has had in many
years. That is one of the cases carrying out the contention
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HupsperH] in opmsitwu
to this point of order.

I wish to call the Chair's attention to the fact also that the
casé reported in Hinds’ Precedents, section 3771, was decided
by possibly the ablest parlinmentarian who ever preside{l over
this body, the Hon. James R. Mann, of Illinois. Then there is
another case reported in Hinds' Preceﬂenta. section 37GS, which
carries out the contention of the gentleman from Texas. That
case also was decided by a very eminent parliamentatian,
Mr, Dalzell, of Pennsylvania.

So, if you are asked to sweep aside former decisions of the
Chair and merely look to the eminence of the gentlemen who
made the points of order, I submit the Chair might take into
consideration also the eminent parliamentarians who offered
these amendments, as well as those eminent parliamentarians
who rendered these decisions, all of which, under these sec-
tions, earry out the contention of the gentleman from Texas
in opposition to this point of order,

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it may be suggested, in fur-
ther corroboration of what the gentleman from Mississippi has

The Chair will be glad to hear the

‘gaid, that on more than one occaslon, as in the present instance,

the Challman. in deciding such points of order, has reserved his
decision until fhe succeeding day, so that these opinions have
not been hastily rendered but are the studied results of long de-
liberation by some of the ablest men who have presided over the
deliberations of the committee.

I regret to have to differ somewhat from the gentleman from
Ohio as to the logical reason for these decisions. The gentle-
man from Ohig very well suggests that we might carry the ap-
plication of this doctrine to the extreme and admit an amend-
ment providing for the annexation of a county, a State, or even
the entire United States. Of course, there is no argument which
can not be carried to the absurd, reductio ablimrdum. These bills
provide for the purchase of ammunition. We might by the
same analogy provide for the purchase of millions of rounds of
unnecessary ummunit!on, but of course the rulé has never been
invoked for that purpose, and no amendment of the extreme
nature suggested by the gentleman from Ohm will ever be serl-
ously proposed.

Mr. RANKIN, Will the gentleman }leld? s

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

“Mr RANKIN The case decided by Mr. Dalzell in section 8768
of Hinds' Precedents—instead of 3769, as'I suggested a while
ago—was decided 24 years ago, May 4 1000. That carries us
back approximately a guarter of a century.
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Mr. CANNON. That is true, mnd there were many similar
declsions prior te that time, I might say, Mr. Chalrman, ithat
it is bat logical to expect Increases in the-area of rifle ranges.
Improvements are being constantly made 'in the manufacture of
rifles and the range of all firearms constantly in¢veases year to
Yyear. A xange which was considered phenominal m marter ‘of
a century ago would to-day be considered very rordinary. Tt
may ibe recatled that the Inglish, when they took gver: Glhraltar.
demanded in addition to the fortress itself a margin of .200
yards of land adjacent to the fort in onder:to put the boundary
line beyend the range of hostile artillery.

No doubf the diplomats whe negotiated that treaty, wmtl(l
he much surprised to know that modern artillery has developed
such a range that in ithe recent war Paris was bombarded
from .a point something like 50 miles away. In the develop-
ment of gunnery it is just as essential to have an .adequate
range as it Is to have ammunition, targets, or any.other ac-
cessories required for rifle practice, and it is «quite possible,
it pot certain, that land shich was considered ample dor
that purpose a decade ago may today be wholly inadequate.

The theory admitting such amendments is not only .sup-
ported by a long and unbroken line of precedents, but is in
keeping with legislative requirements and sound reasoning.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chalrman, am I right in the idea
that a point of order has been made, net only that this is not
a continuation of a public work but that it is not germane
to ‘this particular paragraph?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair thinks both points of order’
were made,

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is what I understood.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair 1s ready to rule. .After wan-
dering for a Tong time fhrough the intricate maze of conflict-
ing decisions relating to Iimitations, germaneness, and the.
Holman rule, it is really a joy to come ont into the open sun-
shine where there is but one line of decisions and be able
to follow thiis line., In reading the bill the Qlerk had reached
the item “ Bhoofing gallecies and vanges.” This paragraph,
among dther things, provides ranges for small-arms tanget,
practice, and so on. To fhis paragraph the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. HunseerH] offers an amendment in effect provid-,
ing for the acquisifion of ‘3,600 acres of land adjoining the.
Fort Bliss Military Reservation in Texas as an addifion to
sald Fort Bliss Military Reservation for maneuvering, drill
ground, target practice, artillery practice, and other military,
purposes. It is conceded that this s a reservation iestablished,
by law.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes; I will state to the Chair it was es-
tablished March 1, 1900, by act of Congress.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair has assumed that was so.
While, technically, this might not be considered a proper amend-
ment to this particular paragraph, the 'Chair does not mnow)
decide as to that point. If ruled out.on such a point it could he
immediately offered as a new, paragraph, so that there would.
be nothing gained by overruling a technical polmt of order.
The Chalr prefers to decide the point of order upon ifs pnr-
Haniegtary merits.

The line of decisions is not.g very leng one, as the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr, LoNeworrH] has stated, but this line has
been uniform and is founded upon the principle, as the Chair;
believes, that a great public work having been begun it should,
not be posgsible for any one individual by making a peint of,
order to prevent the expanding of that,public work., JIn the:case,
of schools additional ground might be meeded for playgrounds.,
In the case of hospitals additional ground might be needed,
and in the case of target ranges, undoubtedly, as indicated by,
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Canxon], year after yenr
we have had ‘to add to such reservations for the purpose of in-;
creasing ‘the territory of our target ranges. The iprinciple is
that the Government haying begun a work it should bhe able to
proceed to enlarge it as the proper demands make Necessary..
From the parliamentary wiewpoint it 18 immaterial whathe.m
the proposed additional land is a few feet or a million acres.,
It is the principle upon which the precedents are based, and.
the present occupant of the chair does not feel inelined to
override such a principle.

Nothing wotild be gained, as the Chair sees it, by auhmu;tlnm
the guestion to the decision of the membership of the House,,
There is nothing to prevent the committee from eoverruling the.
geesent decision of the Chair, with or without reasen, as has

n done in times past. Naturally, individual Members of the
House oftentimes are infinenced by the merits of the preposi-
tion, TIf is impossible to free themselves frem such .an in- |
fluence, and no criticism is infended in referring to it here, If
the membership of the Flouse Teel inclined to overrule the de-

‘mous censent to preceed for 10 minutes.

cision of the Chair in this particular case on account of the

merits of ‘the ;proposition, the presemt pceupant of the echair
is not at all sensitive dbout such things, because he tries 'to
rule according to what be believes to he right and best from
the parliamentary standpeint, to maintain the orderly  pro-
cedure of this House us it 'should be for the public good. Be-
yond this he is not .at all concerned. The merits of the proposi-
tion in all cases should stand upon ‘their own bottom. The
Ghalr overrules the point of order.

‘Mr. HUDSPETH, Mr. Chairman, owing 'to the fact ‘that I
have a little data that is necessary to be read to the committee,
I ask unanimous mnsant that I may speak on the amendment
for 10 minutes. .

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-

Is there objection?
[After.a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HUDSPHTH.  Mr, :Ohairman ‘and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, it seemed to be inhe mind of the gomtleman from Ohio
[Mr. LoNgworTH] thit ome resson why the amendment should
be held out -of order was that there was 'too muoh land sought
to e purchased. I want to state to the House fhat, of course,
if we had been silly emough, or if the commanding general #t
Fort Bliss had been 'silly enough, he «could have asked for the
jpurchase of all the territory in ¥l Pase County adjoining fhis-
post, but I want to state to the gentleman ‘from Ohlo and to
the members of the committee ‘that every mere of this land

‘that Is sought to be purchased has been used by the Tederal

‘Government for 15 years, at a cost of $1 per year to the Fed-
ieral ‘Government, up to the 24th day of January, when a por-
tion of this land was leased, and the 'Government now pays an
a.nnual rental of 86000 for'a portion of it.

The Federal Government, genflemen, has used this land for
15 years, the chamber of commerce for a number of years legs-
ing it from the owners, and the citizens of Bl Paso paying 'the
lease. The Government hasg used it for maneuvering purposes,
‘has cut up this land with ‘ite artillery and has tramped ‘over it
ani ‘tramped eut ‘the grass and the tur? with its cavalry horses
for 5 years. I want to ask fhis committee if they do not think,
im all fairness to 'the citizenship and to the people who own
‘this 1and, that the Federal Government ought to pay some-
ithing for it.

Let me again call to your minds, gentlemen, the fact that
the Fort Bliss military post is a division post, the ‘second
largest, T belieye, in ‘the 'South. The old post was establistied,
as 1 stated ve'-rterday, I think, before 'the Civil War, 'the ‘new
Fort Blisg in 1800, “This is a great big military post that

| protects the border on the west to the line of California and to

| the-east for ‘600 'miles along the sinuosities of the Rio Grande,
| and yet the Federal Government has never paid one dolar for
the 1and on 'which the post is situated,

When the old post was moved from the river where ‘it was
subject 'to overflow, the citizens of Kl Paso went down in their
pockets and paid $50,000 for one section of land, if my memory
seryes me gecurately now—840 acres—and when T was a meni-
ber of the State senate it was found that a part of thls post
had extended ‘to a section of land owned by fhe State of
Texas, where there were then erected many thousand dollars’
worth of ‘valuable property belonging to the Federal Guvern-
ment, and I introduced a bill in the State senate, which was
paaseﬂ by the legislature and approved by the governor,
granting ‘title in ‘the Pederal Government to this Stdte land.
So that of this 1,280 ncres of land, the part comprising the
present military reservation of Tort Bliss did not cost the
Federal Government one dollar. They bave been using ‘the
1and of these citlzeng there for 15 years and every .acre of i,
g0 the commanding general says, is needed. The Secretary of
War says it ghould be purchased. Secretary Baker submitted
to the Congress, when he was Secretary of War, a request.
that this Jland be purchased, and yeét we have been met for
five years with the proposition that the Government should
not purchase any additional land. _ ; :

What does General Howze say? There is oné tract of this
land known us the Morehead ‘tract, and T have here a map
showing, in rged, the land that i3 sought to be purchased.
This is the military reservation and this is one of the hospitals
[indicating].

The William Beaumont Hospital for ex-service men .and for
soldiers of the Tegular, Army is located there on the original
site, and cost the Govérnment about $3,000,000. All of that
land now owned by the Government is used and eccupied in
buildings and ofher military activities. 1 want to call your
attention to this matter .as a business proposition.  General
Howze has something to say in regard to it in the letter ad-
dressed to The Adjutant General—a copy I hold in my hand
and a copy of which I placed in the recerd. I was struck by
‘the statement of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jorwsox]
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the other day in regard to the policy that has been pursued in the
last five years in curtailing appropriations that has been found to
be an unwise policy—" a penny-wise and pound-foolish policy "—
and he showed it. General Howze says that the Cavalry has
been using for many years this ground. That is the ground
marked in green on this map, and they have been paying a
dollar a year. He says:

The Cavalry regiments, machine-gun squadrons, special troops, and
the division Air Service have for many years been using this ground
that neither belongs to nor is leased by the Government. The owner
has permitted the Government to use this tract. In consequence troops
may be barred from this ground at any time. This tract is known as
the Morehead tract. It contains 300 acres and lies immediately adjoin-
ing and east of the southern half of the reservation. It Is the only
tract that can now be acquired which meets the requirements of a drill
and landing field. It adjoins the Cavalry and machine-gun barracks,
is in continuation of the Air SBervice hangars and quarters, and is In
constant use by the Air Service. It is the only available situation for
a landing fleld in the vicinity of the city of Bl Paso. The loss of this
tract would mean that the Investment of the Government in the
hangars and buildings housing the Alr Serviece will be lost, that the Air
Service will lose this available field as a training ground for reserve
Air Bervice officers, and that the transcontinental airways will lose one
of their best intermediate stations,

He says that the land may be taken away at any moment,
and according to figures that I placed in the IiEcorp—he does
not state the amount, but some one else does—that if the own-
ers took the land which they ecan do at any time, because the
Government does not have any lease—the Government has
buildings on it to the amount of $79,000—that would practi-
cally be an entire loss.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will

Mr. SNELL. Are there not other places where Army posts
are using ground not belonging to the Government?

Mr. HUDSPETH. In that vicinity?

Mr. SNELL. No; at other places in the United States,

Mr. HUDSPETH. There may be; but does the gentleman
think that the Government should continue to use this land, as
it has for 15 years, when the owners ecan sell a great portion of
the land for much more than is now being asked for it for resi-
dential property?

Mr. MADDEN., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDSPETH. Certainly.
Mr. MADDEN. Would the gentleman be willing to have the
post moved?

Mr. HUDSPETH. There is not a citizen in that part of the
country who thinks it ought to be moved.
Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman himself would not want it

moved.

Mr. HUDSPETH. No; would the gentleman from Illinois
want the hospital, established recently close to Chicago, moved?
The gentleman from Illinois came here and asked for a big
appropriation to establish that hospital and I voted for it,

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from Illinois did not do any-
thing of the kind.

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman did.

Mr. MADDEN. The hospital was under construction.

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman got the appropriation to
complete it, and I voted for it. This post is as much the prop-
erty of the gentleman as it is mine. It is Governmeni prop-
erty, and the gentleman from Illinois is as much interested in
it as I am, or should be. I am only asking that this post be
completed.

Mr. MADDEN. I thought the gentleman was complaining
that it was there,

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman from Illinois did not think
any such thing.

Mr. MADDEN. And wanted it moved.

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman did not so understand.
I am simply coming here and asking the Government and
Congress to pay the citizens for land that has been used for
15 years. It has got as much out of the citizens of Kl Paso,
and more than my citizens have been benefited by this post,
I will state to the gentleman from Illinois. And yet every
citizen there is proud of our great military post.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes; I yield to my friend from Illinois,
Mr. McKENZIE.

Mr. McKENZIE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he
has a bill pending for this purpose before the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I have not now. I have had for a num-
ber of years, but at the present time I have no bill pending

because we consldered it an urgent need, and that the Appro-
priations Committee should take care of it at once, and the
Secretary of War says it ought to be purchased. It is true
that he said he had other matters he deemed greater need at
this time. If my friend from Illinois will indicate that his
committee will report out a bill I will have one before that
committee in 24 hours,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, I will ask for 10 minutes
more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that hig
time be extended 10 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think we ought to take so much
time. I am willing to compromise, however.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection that the time be ex-
tended for flve minutes?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Illincis [Mr. MaAnpEN]
asked the gentleman from Texas if he would be willing to
have the post moved. As a matter of fact the post was put
there because it is on the Mexican border, and the gentleman
knows that it is utterly impossible to move the Mexican border,
and if this post was moved it would endanger the safety of
the citizens along that border.

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman from Illinois discounted
my intelligence, or if serious in the question his should be
discounted when he asked the question, because it is a post that
has protected my home city from being sacked in the night,
and citizens murdered in their sleep, in all probability if the
post had not been adjacent thereto, Let me say this to the
gentleman from Illinois because he does not seem to under-
stand the situation down there. Pancho Villa took his army
across the border line at Columbus, N. Mex., in the dead hours
of night, 80 miles west of Fort Bliss, and if it had not been for
American troops he would have shot down in cold blood and
murdered all of the citizens and burned the town—he did mur-
der quite a number of our citizens before the troops could drive
him ount.

This same Villa in 1019 invested the city of Juarez with
his troops, and took the main portion of that town. That is
just across the river from the city of El Paso, a city of 100,000
people, He made the boast at that time, because the Federal
Government would not let him bring his troops across on this
side from one point to another, and they had let Carranza
do the same thing, that he was going to sack the city of Hl
Paso after he had taken Juarez, and he had practically taken
Juarez at that time. He had placed his guns on the hills
where they could sweep the streets of the city of El Paso, and
in 1911, when Madero took the town of Juarez, advancing with
his army from the northwest, there were 18 citizens shot
down on the streets of El Paso. In 1919 Villa said that he
would go over and take the gringo town, meaning the Ameri-
can town, after be had taken Juarez, so I am informed, and
gack it and loot the banks, but the commanding general at
Fort Bliss did not wait for the gentleman to make good his
boast. He took his khaki-clad boys across that bridge and he
drove Villa out and chased him down the road toward the
city of Chiliuahua, and there was not a single dollar's worth
of property destroyed in El Paso or a life lost. Those troops
were taken from this post where we are asking that the land
be purchased, and General Howze, in his statement, and the
Secretary of War both say that it should be purchased, so
that our military forces may have enough ground there for
maneuvering purposes. If any gentleman thinks the amount
asked is too large let him offer an amendment, but I think
the amount asked is reasonable, and I placed in the Rrcorp
a statement to that effect from three reputable citizens who
know values. For 15 years, as I say, they have been
using this valuable land. This is no real-estate scheme. When
I offered a bhill five years ago for the purchase of some of
this land, which was asked then $160 an acre, and the com-
mittee thought it unwise or the price too high they did not
purchase it, and to-day they could not buy that land, General
Howze states, and there are other statements to that effect
in the record, for much more than that sum. There is only
one way for El Paso to grow. The river is on the south and
there is a chain of mountains on the north. It can grow only
to the east. In 1900 El Paso was a struggling town of 15,000
people. In 1910 the decennial census shows 39,000 and in
1920 it shows 78,000. The telephone records now show a city
of over 100,000 people. The residential portion is right up
against this land on the south. They will not sell that land
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that we offered five years ago for the price which the Govern-
ment conld afford to pay, because much of it has been with-
drawn for city lots and is needed for residentlal property, but
this land, ithe purchase of which this amendment contemplates,
is valued at a reansonable price. We have a great pride In
our post. Certainly we do not want it moved, nor does any
citizen down there, because it has probably saved damuge to
my town and the sacking of many other towns along the border
during the troublesome days during the various revolutions
in Mexico, which have oecurred frequently during the past 5O
yeurs. Now, it is contended that this price 1s too high by
ihe sentlemen here, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Antuoxy] has read into the record a letter offering, by an-
other gentleman in El Puaso, 1,200 acres to the Government
for S50 per acre. It may be worth it. But General Howze
says you can buy 3,265 acres in this offer for $50 per acre.
Noaw, I read in the hearings, presided over by the gentleman
from Kansas, that at Dayton, Ohlo, for a flying field of 250
aeres you lave been paying $60,000 per year for five or six
years, as a lease. You are paying one-fourth as much lemge
for 250 ageres per year as is asked for a title in fee to this
3.600 acres T am asking you to purchase. -

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired:

A ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, the Budget estimates this
year contain no provision or recommendations for the purchase
of additional land at Fort Bliss. When the Secretary of W
was bhefore our committee he was specifically asked In regar
to fhe desirability of expending this $306,000, for this land
at Fort Bliss, He said that while, in his opinion, it would be
desirable, yet there were a dozen projects that he had In mind
for whichi lie would rather have the money now than this
proposition at 1 Paso. Your committee thinks that it is a
question that should he very carefully looked into before we
buy sueh a lavge tract of land as this for such a large price,
anid especially in view of the declining real estate values.
There is no question but that land values aronnd X1 Paso have
been high. The town has had a rapid growth. The Govern-
ment has expended millions of dollars there every year ever
gince 1916, when the border concentration of troops was made
Jargely there, and the town has grown in population and real
esinte values have gone up, but the committee has a very sig-
nificant letter from a real estate firm in El1 Paso, written by
J: K. Bowen, secretary of the Kl Paso Pecos Realty Co., which
also makes an offer of land to the Government and offers some
1,280 acres, which are located adjoining the military reserva-
tion, to the east and to the north of it, land which has also
been used by the Government during the border concentration
for the National Guard and other purposes, and for which
owners had usked the Goveroment, a year or two ago, $100
an acre. Mr, Bowen concludes his lefter with this very sig-
nificant statement:

The Government at that time, or rather later, asked for a 10-year
lease of land. We offered a O-year lease, which for some reason
was lot aceepted, They nlso asked for a price, which we made of
$100 an acre, for section 11, and §756 an acre for section 19. How-
ever, at this time the stockbolders of the company are prepared to
make a real sacrifice, as they need the money, and we will sell the
1,280 neres for $50 an acre.

AMr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes :

Mr. HUDSPETH. There 1s a portion of this land, as the
gentleman will see by the statement of General Howze, that is
offered for $51 per acre, that is down in the brakes. I have
not o dollar's Interest in any acre of this land, and it is imma-
terial to me whether the Government purchases the land. The
reason 1 present this matter is because it Is land selected by
the commanding general as best adapted for military purposes
in sham battles, artillery practice, target range, and a portion
of it is as level as this floor, suitable for drill purposes. It is
jmmaterial to me from whom the land is purchased.

Mr. ANTHONY. There is another reason why we ought to
go slowly in regard to the purchase of a large amount of land
like this. The situation on the Mexican border now is not the
game as it was a year or two or three years aigo. We have
reached a state of amicable relations with the Mexican Gov-
erniment. We have resumed diplomatic relations. There is no
immediate danger of another large concenfration of troops
on the border, and I gravely doubt whether we will need all
of this land at the Fort DBliss Army post.

1t is troe the Government has had the use of large acreages
of lund near Fort Bliss during the last 8 or 10 years for mili-
tary purposes, but these lands have been gladly tendered to
the Government by the citizens of Kl Paso, because the Gov-

ernment, ag I say, has been expending milllons of dollars a
year there. It has not been a one-sided or jug-handled econ-
tract, and I think the citizens of El Paso have been abun-
dantly repald for thelr generosity to the Government in the
use of this land. I think that a committee of Congress should
have an opportunity to carefully examine into so large a
p‘nrch!;se of this kind before the House places its approval
upon it. ]

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word., The gentleman from Texas, very properly representing
his constituency, offers an amendment to this bill for the pur-
chase of a large acreage of land adjolning Fort Bliss at a
large price per acre. Who fixed the price I do not know, how
it was fixed I do not kmow, and neither does anyone else.
ﬁh}[& HUDSPETH., I will Inform the gentleman if he will

e 4

Mr. MADDEN, I will yield.

Alr. HUDSPETH. The price T understand was obtained by
General Howze, the commanding general, from the men who
owned the land.

Mr. MADDEN, But the commanding general may not be
the same commanding general to-morrow who is there to-day,
and the opinion of the present commanding general may not
be the opinion of the next commanding general, and besides
there is no commanding geperal under our practice who has
the aunthority to buy land. They have no authority to make
contracts that are binding on the Government, and we have
had many Instanees to sbow that contracts made by com-
manding generals have been repudiated because of lack of
authority in these commanding generals. It may well be
that the commanding general there to-day thinks that this
land is an essential need for the post, but there are higher
authorities than commanding generals and those high an-
thorities have not submitted any proposal to the Congress
to buy the land. We are paying $6,000 rent for this
land now. The gentleman said we are using the land. We
are, but we are paying for it out of the Treasury of the
United States. The use of this land {8 not a free proposition

| at all, it is a business guestion, and there is a contract existin

between the United States and the owner of the Iand, and
apprebend that $6,000 a year is a very large rental to pay,
and $110 per acre a very large price per acre to pay if wa
buy the land. DBut there Is mo reason why the land sheuld
be purchased. The mere fact it is at Il Paso and that that
city is on the Mexican border and that the population of Kl
Paso has increased until it is now 100,000 has nothing what-
ever to do with the case. Why, it is not long since that El
Paso wanted the Government of the United States to drain
El Paso as a great national problem, simply to take the water
out of the cellars in Hl Paso that seeped through from the bed
of the Rio Grande,

I made a full investigation of that situation at the time, and
it is a faet that it was not a great national problem. There
were several reasons. Pirst, there was no navigation problem,
hecause the Rio Grande River at that peint is not navigable,
There was not any international problem because in the pro-
posal El Paso had nothing to do with Mexico and the United
States combined. And, third, it was disclosed that the only
thing inecluded in the proposal specifie to X1 Paso was that they
have a 1,000-acre swamp in the center of Tl Paso they wanted
drained at the expense of the Federal Government, and I am
opposed to the enactment of the amendment submitted by the
gentleman from Texas for the purchase of this land which
would cost $3606,000.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MADDEN. T will

Mr. LONGWORTH. The practical effect of this would be to
make the Government pay three times for the land what it is
now paying in the way of interest. That is, If we are now
paying $6,000, 5 per cent on $366,000 would be practically three
times the .amount in interest that we are now paying.

Mr. MADDEN. Surely, if we bought the Iand.

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

Mr. HUDSPETH.
ment?

Mr. RANKIN. T will

Mr. HUDSPETH. 1 want to state to the gentleman from
Illinois he misundersinnds the proposition, misstated it by
gaying there was an immense amount of land on which they are
paying rental. They are paying rental on a portion of this
land at $6,000, whereas on the whole amount they have had the
use for yeurs and years at $1 a year.

s I\l»)lga MADDHN, The gentleman does not deny we are paying
6,0002

Will the gentleman yield there for a mo-
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Mr. HUDSPETH. But the Government is paying $6,000 on
only a portien of it.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY]
said that some individuals had a very large tract of land some-
where along in this location which they offer for less money.
Now, ag n matter of fact, I want to ask the gentleman from
Texas if it is mot a fact that when this drill ground, target
range, and so forth, was selected the commanding officer could
have got any of this land he wanted.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Noj; the adjoining land mentioned by the
gentlemun from Kansas may not be adapted for military pur-
poses. The land may be situated where General Heowze or

other milifary officer might not wish the Government to pur- |

chase it at any price, Relative to the statement of the gentle-
man from Illinois that El Paso wanted so much out of the
Federal Government, I want to state this te the gentleman:
We asked for a survey to be made there fo protect the lower
part of the city, where there were also Government buildings,
custombouses, and so forth, that had been inundated by over
flow. That is all we wanted. The citizenship of El Paso are
now draining their overflow land and not asking the Federal
Government for a cent. We did not ask that any cellars be
drained, and I will state to you that some of the citizens wonld
not permit their cellars to be drained of their contents. [Ap-
pl%use.} We do not agk this Federal Government to drain our
cellars,

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Illinois spoke about
this land needing drainage. Possibly this land the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. AnTHONY] refers to is along the water edge
and may not be adapted at all to military purposes,

Mr, HUDSPETH. It may be; but T am sure if it had been
suited for all purposes and could be utilized for military pur-
poses, and the price fixed at §50 an acre, that General Howze
would have selected the 1,200 acres. It is land there where
the Government has buildings erected, residential property all
avound it that is of great value, amd the owners are asking a
higher price for it, and naturally it should command a higher
price. It makes no difference to me, I will state to my friend
from Mississippi, what tracts of land are purchased or who
owns it; all I ask and urge is that the Government purchase
suflicient lands for all military purposes at that great post,
which is of so much impoertance not only to the people of the
border bat to the whole of this great Republie.

There are 800 acres. They have $79,000 worth of improve-
ments there, as they state. Naturally that would go at a
higher price, right there in the eity.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Burton.) The pro forma amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mz. MApbpEN] is
withdrawn. The guestion is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Ms. Hubspers.]

The question was taken; and the Chalrman announced that
the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. HUDSPETH. A division, Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 25,

Mr, ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers.

The CHATRMAN. Tellers are demanded.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr.
AxTHONY and Mr. HupspETH to act gs tellers.

The eommittee agaln divided; and the tellers réported—ayes
B6, noes 36,

The CHATRMAN, The chalr casts a vote in the negative.

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHATRMAN, The Clerk will read.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, Chairman,
amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. THomAS of Oklahoma : Page 28, line 286,
after the figures “ §87,400," insert: “ For the purchase of a parcel
of land containing forty-three and elx-tenths acres more .or less,
lylng adjacent to tbe porth of the Canadian River in section
86, township 138 north, range B, west of the Indian meridian in
Canadian County, Okla., Bald tract located directly opposite the
Fort Reno pumping plant, and to be more particularly described
in the Instrument of conveyance. Said tract when acquired te be
added to tlle Fort Reno Military Reservation, and to be used in
an effort to stralghten the course of the said North Camadian River,
not to exceed $3,600."

Mr. ANTHONY, Mr, Chairman, I resérve a peint of order
on the amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
THOMAS] is recognized.

I offer an

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, Chalrman, this amendment
is in the nature of a new section following the section just
read, The reason for offering this amendment is as follows:
The Government has a reservation in Oklahoma known as the
Fort Reno Military Reservation. It is bounded on the north
by the Canadian River. At one point on the northern line there
Is a bend in the river that is eating into the reservation, and
Just opposite the bend is the pumping plant for the fort on the
reservation. Unless the river is straightemed it will eat into
and destroy this pumping plant.

There is a bill pending before the committee relating to this
matter, and in the hearings on page 1163 we find a recommenda-
tion for the purchase of this particular tract of land, the War
Department making the following recommendation :

The acquisition of this land is manifestly desirable, but no estimate
therefor hak as yet been submitted to Congress.

Preceding that, in their report they state—

The eroslon along the banks of ihe bend of the river near the pumping
plant bas been giving considerable trouble during past years, and gquite
a large amount of land has been lost from the reservation due to this
continuous erosion. Temporary methods have been tried from time to
time, such as free and shrub planting, piling, ete., none of which have
been successful.

Just previous to the recent excessive high water im that vicinity
this office received information from Fort Reno that the river was
fiooding to a dangerous stage, and an officer with engineering experl-
ence was ordered to proceed to Fort Reno immediately to take charge
of the gltuation. Ceincident with his arrival the water had reached a
helght beyond any that it had ever gone before, and the whole valley
was covered, and a great deal of erosion was taking place, Due to
the flood quickly receding and to strenuous work on the part of the
local authorities the existence of the pumping plant was saved, though
the bank of the river was cut away to within 60 feet of the nearest
well, and it Is feared that ome more flood of the same magnitude will
completely roin the pumping plant, and a very few floods of a lesser
nature will eventually accomplish the same results. It {8 now desired
to take steps to permanently protect the reservation boundary and the
pumping plant.

The Govermment has a lease of this land, but the land is
owned by a farmer, Mr. Joseph D. Stephens, who in malking
the lease understood that the money would be made imme-
diately available for the purchase of this traect of land,

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order, will the gentle
man from Oklahoma state if this is for a military purpose?
The amendment says, “in an effort to straighten the course
of the Canadian River.”

Mr. THOMAS of Oklakoma. It is in the nature of a repair,
The military purpese, Mr. Chairman, as the matter now stands,
is this: The river is destroying some waluable land between
the channel and the pumping plant, and unless the river is
straightened the water supply will be destroyed. This land
is desired by the department to be psed in an effort to divert
the river away from the pumping plant and water sapply for
the post. - =

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes.

Mr, SNELL. Is this land across the river from the reser-
vation?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It joins the reservation.

Mr. SNELL. The river runs through the land, does it?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes; but the river is net a
large river; it is a small stream.

Mr, SNELL. But it runs between the land you want to buy
and the reservation?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes,

Mr, SNELL. That is what I wanted to find out.

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma, But when this diteh 1s dug the
river will be diverted. At the present time the land wanted
is on the opposite side of the river.

Mr. SNELL. But the reservation is on the other side.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Tact is that the diteh is
being dog, and when that is completed the course of the river
will be ehanged.

Mr. SNELL. I know: but at the present time the river is
between this piece of land and the present fort?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Legally, the river would amount
to no more than & public highway or a fence.

Mr. SNELL. If it is a public highway does it detach this
patch of land?

Mr, LONGWORTH. €an the bed of the river be used as a
rond? [Laughter.]

Mr. THOMAS of Oklnhoma. At times this river is dry, let
me say to the gentleman, but when a flood comes great damage
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to the land now owned by the Government is done. If we have
another flood like that of last fall it is feared the pumping
plant will be destroyei, and there is no other water supply for
the remount station. The War Department recommends that
this land be purchased, Their report appears on page 1163 of
the hearings, and I am acting in accordance with the recom-
mendation of the War Department in making this request.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels constrained to sustain the
point of order on the ground that the land proposed to be ac-
quired is not contiguous to any land owned by the Government,
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF HOSPITALS.

For construction and repalr of hospitals at miiitary posts already
established and occupied, including all expenditures for construction
and repairs required at the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs,
Ark.,, and for the construction and repair of general hospitals and
expenses ineident thereto, and for additions needed to meet the require-
ments of Incrensed garrisons, and for temporary hospitals in standing
camps and cantonments; for the alteration of permanent bulldings
at posts for use as lhospitals, constructlon and repair of temporary
hospital buildings at permanent posts, construction and repalr of
temporary general hospitals, rental or purchase of grounds, and rental
and alteration of buildings for use for hospital purposes in the District
of Columbia and elsewhere, including necessary temporary quarters for
hospital personnel, outbuildings, heating and lanndry apparatus, plumb-
ing, water and sewers, and electric work, cooking apparatus, and roads
and walks for the same, $489.500: Prorvided, That no part of this
appropriation shall be used for the construction of new hospitals.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word.

The CHAIRMAN (My, Tmmsox). The gentleman from Mary-
land moves to strike out the last word. .

Mr. HILL of Maryland. 1 desire to ask the chairman of the
subcommitiee a gquestion. During the war certaln enlisted
men, privates and noncommissioned officers, were sent to
officers’ training camps. It was provided thaf those of fhem
who were afterwards commissioned should receive $100 a month,
and I desire to ask the chairman of the subcommittee whether
any provision is made in this bill for the payment of those
claims,

Mr. ANTHONY. T presume the gentleman refers to the
ruling of the Comptroller General that any of the men in
training camps during the war, who were pald as enlisted men,
are entitled to the $100 a month as trainees.

Mr. BULWINKLE. The difference between the enlisted pay
and the $100 a month? ]

Mr. ANTHONY. I can say to the gentleman that this morn-
ing the conferees on the deficiency bill held a meeting, and
I find there is inecluded in that bill an item of eight hundred
and some odd thousand dollars for pay of the Army, which
I was Informed covers items such as the gentleman has just
described, because it refers to pay previous to 1921. So I
am quite sure it covers the claims the gentleman refers to.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Then the matter is very fully
covered by legislation which the Appropriations Committee has
initinted?

Mr. ANTHONY. That is the Impression I got this morning.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes,

Mr. HULL of Iowa. WIill this take care of all those cases
or does it take care of only a few?

Mr. ANTHONY. How many of them I do not know. Al I
know I8 that that sum of money is carried In the deficiency
bill and it is to be used for that purpose,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. My, Chafrman, T withdraw the pro-
forma amendment.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mp., Chairman, T move to
strike out the last two words. 1 desire to ask the chairman
of the subcommittee a question which 1 desired to ask in
connection with the paragraph * Barracks and quarters,” im-
mediately preceding. What iz the plan of the Army and of
the Approprintion Committee as to the continuance and main-
tenance of Army posts? 1 have in mind. of course, Camp
Lewis in the district which I have the honor to represent.

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose the gentleman refers to some
plan of permanent construttion to replice the temporary build-
ings which are fast reaching a stage where they can not be
used much longer?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That, and the maintenance
of conveniences generally at these posts,

Mr. ANTHONY. There are several items for new construe-
tion, but none for Camp Lewis. However, it i3 our understand-
ing that the Secretary of War intends to come to Congress very

soon with a construction program which will embrace a policy
of permanent construction at military posts in order to prop-
erly house the Army and replace the temporary structures
which the Army is now compelled to use in many places, and
which are fast deterlorating, and which should be replaced.
That will be a large program and we ought to spend all the way
from $20,000,000 to $30.000,000 in that work. It is my under-
standing that the Secretary of War intends to embrace the
whole project in ome program and ask its approval at some
futore time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Then I am justified in be-
lieving that items which were originally proposed providing for
certain Improvements at certain posts, and which do not appear
in this bill, will appear in that program.

Mr. ANTHONY. The only projects speciflcally mentioned in
the bill are those relating to entively new construction, but the
appr;)prlatlun for barracks and quarters takes care of needed
repairs.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, The War Department is au-
thorized, then, under certain provisions in this bill to take care
of the engagements they have entered into or are proposing to
enter into in the nature of repairs and betterments?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think they wlll earry out any necessary
contracts in connection with that work.

Mr, JOIONSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, T withdraw
the pro forma amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL.

Salaries : For personal services in the District of Columbia in accord-
ance with “ the classification act of 1923, $586,280.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I offer a pro forma amend-
ment to strike out the four words in line 18, “ Salarles: For
personal services,”

The CHAIRMAN. The genfleman from Texas
amendment;, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, Braxrtox: Page 30, line 18, strike out the
words * Salaries: For personal services.'

Mr. BLANTON. Mr.. Chairman, T wish that in all these
salary matters the spirit of Washington could prevaill just a
litfle here in the District of Columbia. On June 15, 1775,
when the Continental Clongress at Philadelphia chose Colonel
Washington as Commander in Chief of the American forces, in
his speech of acceptance General Washington sald:

As to pay, sir, 1 beg leave to assure the Congress that, as ne
pecuninry consideration could have tempted me to aceept thls arduous
employment at the expense of my domestic ense and happiness, I do not
wisih to make any profit from it. 1 will keep an exact account of my
expenses,  Those, 1 doubt not, Congress will discharge ; and that s all
I desire,

Of counrse, the employees of the Government, Including the
Army and the Navy, arve not in a position to do altogether as
General Washington did. They must have adequate pay, but
they ought to have that same “ Washington” spirit of service
for the country.

I just want to take up this minute to call attention to the
fuct that we have at the head of one of the departments here
in the District—which is purtly paid for by the Government—
an insurance eommissioner, who has a bill reported favorably
right now to increase his salary $1,700 a year, which would
give him more than any one of 28 governors are now receiving
in 28 Stafes. «

I printed in the Recorp of March 24 some facts and figures
and Information 1 gathered concerning that insurance bill and
that insarance department, and I am using this moment now to
ask my colleagues to please turn to the Recown of that date and
read cavefully those facts and figures in my report which I am
there giving you. I am sure you will find them instructive. I
am sure you will find them beneficinl, and I predict that when
you read them, there is not a man in this House who will vote
for that bill which las already been favorably reported and is
now on the calendar ready for passage. And I hope every
Senator will take time to read this report.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. .Just one moment and then I am through
because 1 do not want to take up the time of the committee. We
must pass this Army bill, but I want to say that this “ Wash-
ington " idea of service should prevail right in the ineiplency
of the life of Army men at Weat Point and of Navy men at
Annapolis, 1 received a letter a few days ago from a good
woman down in one of the east coast States, who said that
her boy at West Point was interested in a little bill here to

offers an
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increase the pay of the cndets at West Point and she hoped 1
would not offer any objection to the matter because the boys at
West Point were needing more money there. I wrote back to
the good woman and told hee that I was sorry the Government
was not doing more for the eadets at West Point and Annapolis
than it was doing, that it was treating the boys badly and was
not considerate enough of the boys that it sent td Annapolis
and West Point. I had to regret, of course, that all that the
Government did for these boys was to pay thelr way from
their homes to West Point; all it did was to furnish them their
Tull equipment there except elothing; it gave them their com-
plete education and training free; it gave them their food free;
it gave them their lodging free; and it gave them everything
they needed with the one exception of clothing, absolutely free.
It just paid them also a little measley sum of $800 a year dur-
ing their four years while there, and most of them had a little
eash surplus saved up when they went out, and the stingy Gov-
ernment does not do anything for them afterwards except to
commission them in the United States Army and Navy as com-
missioned officers for life. That is all this parsimonious Gov-
ernment does for these boys at West Point and Annapolis, and
1 was sorry the Government could not do more. These specially
faveored young men should remember the “ Spirit of Washing-
ton’s service,” and also that there are millions of other Ameri-
ean boys who get nothing.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment is with-
dravn,

The Clerk read as follows:

In addition to the foregoing employees appropriated for in the office
of the Quartermaster Genersl, the services of techulcal experts and
such other services ps the Becretary of War may deem necessary may
be employed in the office of the Quartermaster Gemneral, to be pald
from the appropriation for " Incidental expenses of the Army”:
Provided, That the entire expenditures for this purpose for the flscal
year 1925 ghall not exceed $16,2800, and there shall be included in the
Budget for each flscal year a statement of the number of persons so
employed, their duties, and the amount paid to each,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word simply for the purpose of correcting the record.
The gentleman from Texas is in error when he says that the
Government pays these boys at West Point and Annapolis $800
in addition to their elothing and to their maintenance and their
food. That is not the fact, and the gentleman from Texas
ghould inferm himself as to the situation and under what con-
ditions the cadets at Annapolis and West Point are being pald
before making any such statement.

Mr. MADDEN. They pay all of their expenses out of that
fund.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Absolutely.
record clear in that respect.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment s withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

S1aNAL Corps.
SIGNAL BERVICH OF THE ARMY.

Telegraph and telephene systems: Purchase, equipment, operation,
and repair of military telegraph, telephone, radio, eable, and signaling
systems; signal equipment and stores, heliographs, signal Ianterns,
flags, and other necessary Instruments; wind vanes, barometers,
anemometers, thermometers, and other meteorological instruments;
photographie and cimematographie work performed for the Army by
the Signal Corps; motor cycles, motor-driven and other wvehicles for
technical and offieial purposes in conmection with the constroction,
aperation, and maintenanee of communieation or signaling systems,
and supplies for their operation- and maintenance; professional and
selentific books of reference, pamphlets, periodfcals, newspapers, and
maps for use in the office of the Chief Signal Officer and the Bignal
Corps Bchool, Camp Alfred Vaill, N, J.; telephone apparatus, Ineluding
rental and payment for ecommereinl, exchange, message, trunk-lime,
Jong-distance, and leased-line tfelephone service at o connecting any
post, eamp, cant t, depot, a 1, headquarters, hospital, avia-
tion statlon, or other office or station of the Army excepting local
telephone gervice for the wmrious bureaus of the War Department in
the Digtriet of Columbia, and toll messages perfaining to the office of
the Becretary of War; clectric time service; the rental of commereial
telegraph lines and equipment and their operation at or connecting
any post, eamp, cantonment, depot, arsenal, headquarters, hospltal,
aviation station, or other office or setation of the Army, Including
payment for officlal individual telegraph messages transmitted over
commercial Mnes; electrical installations and malntenanee thereof at
military posts. cantomments, eamps, and stations of the Army, fire
control and direction apparatws and material for Field Artillery; sal-
aries of civillan employees, lncluding those necessary as instructors

I just wanted to make the

.discoveries and so is the Navy.

at voeational schools; supplies, general repalrs, reserve supplles, and
other expenses connected with the ecollecting and transmitting of
information for the Army by felegraph or otherwise; experimental
Investigation, research, purchase and development or improvements in
appargtus, and malntenanee of glgnaling and accessories thereto, in-
cluding patent rights and other rights therefo, iuclnding machines,
instruments, and other equipment for laboratory mnd repair purposes;
tultion, laboratory fees, ete., for Signal Corps officers detailed to
clvilian technical schools for the purpose of pursuing technieal courses
of instruction along Signal Corps lines; lease, alteration, and repair
of such buildings required for storing or gnarding Signal Corps sup-
plies, equipment, and personnel when not otherwise provided for, im-
cluding the land therefor, the intreduction of water; eleetric light and
power, sewerage, grading ronds and walks, and other equipment re-
quired, $1,845,970.

Mr. Mc¢cEEOWN.
last word.

This paragraph has to do with the Signal Service of the
Army and there has arisen a serious question in reference to
the Navy, the Army, and the Department of Commerce in the
matter of radio service. It is the contention of the business
world that the Army transgresses on the rights of the civilian
in the use of their radio instruments and the same contention
is made with reference to the Navy.

This matter of the control of the air by radio is one of
the most vital questions before the American people to-day.
It should be given attention. There is an effort being made
on the part of some to absolutely take control of the air for
communieation purposes. Gentlemen, we have let our natural
resources, in many instances, be taken away from us, and we
should start now, in time, to save for the people of this country
the use of the air for communication purposes. [Applause].

‘The War Department has developed and is developing many
It is going to be necessary
to do something to aveid any unnecessary interference on the
part of the War Department or mpon the part of the Navy
Department, but there are times and there are periods when
the Army ought to have a free hand, and so ought the Ngvy,
in trying out the new inventions and discoveries, and there
ought to be periods of time fixed when they may try out this
system of communication without any interference from the
Department of Commerce.

1 hope this Congress at an eafly date will fix seme rule by
law, or give to some department by law, the power to regulate
and control communiecations by radio. I do not want to tres-
pass further on your time, but I wanted to call the attention of
the House to this very important matter of radio communi-
cation. There are no limits to it. We have been told by these
experts that it is only a matter of time until power itself will be
communicated by use of the radie without any wires.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman permit a
question?

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Is there not now a law, either
proposed or on the statute books, limiting the control of com-
panies in the operation of radio to two years?

Mr. McKEOWN. There is an old law that was passed In
1912. There is a proposition now before one of the commit-
tees to regulate this matter and I hope that Congress will give
attentlon to it when it comes up. I withdraw the pro forma
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEACOAST DEFENSRS, UNITED STATES,

For operation and maintenance of fire-control installations at seacoast
defenses, $140,000.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

Mr. Chalrman and gentlemen of the committee, I want to call
the attention of the committee to the proposed expenditures for
coast-defense purposes. In a few pages from this point there
will appear a very innocent looking appropriation which is simply
the starter of an appropriation which eventually will amount to
many millions. For some reason the Army seems to be stubborn

Mr, Chaifrman, I move to strike out the

- in its insistence upon spending millions of dollars on antigquated,

obsolete, nseless coast defenses. The permanent coast-defense
fort is absolutely useless in modern warfare, and why at this
late date, in the light of experience during the last war, any
attempt should be made to continue the old practice of dumping
millions into forts along the coast, into guns which can not reach
the range of an approaching enemy fleet, and are absolutely de-
fenseless ngainst an alr attack, is beyond the understanding of
any Intelligent person., .
Mr. BLANTON. Wil the gentleman yield?
Mr. LAGUARDIA, Certainly,
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Mr. BLANTON. I was busy, but my attention has just been
called to the fact that the gentleman from New York stated that
the boys at Annapolis and West Point received less than I indi-
cated.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But I am talking now about coast defense,

Mr. BLANTON. Yes, but I want to get the record straight.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understood the gentleman from Texas

to say that the cadets at West Point and Annapolis received
their annual pay in addition to the clothing and maintenance.

Mr. BLANTON, I never mentioned clothing. They do pay
for their clothing, but everything else is pald for by the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Well, will the gentleman follow me in this
matter of coast defense?

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes,

Mr. BARBOUR, Has the gentleman from New York given
the War Department the benefit of his opinion?

Mr., LAGUARDIA. When we come to the Panama items
of coast defense, 1 am going to give the House some startling
information. Many years ago we believed we had developed
something remarkable when we had the so-called disappearing
gun. The disappearing gun was never adopted by any other
country in the world, and within a few years it was as useless
as a popgun for coast defense purposes. If the War Depart-
ment wants to keep abreast of the times, we should appro-
priate for a mobile coast defense system, so to have large
guns mounted on trains that could be rapidly moved and
brought into position where needed. How ridiculous it is to
expect that an attacking fleet is going to come exactly where
you have your fort, come within range of your guns, and
then say “ Now, please shoot at us, we are here,”

For some reason the coast defense appropriations were taken
from the Committee on Military Affairs many years ago and
put into the Committee on Appropriations. Any cannon over
0.3 was not a matter for the Military Affairs Committee, but
was sent to the Committee on Appropriations, with the result
that we squandered hundreds of millions of dollars. A glaring
example was the mistake you made at Corregidor, in the
Philippines. You started out to appropriate money for Cor-
regidor, believing that you were going to establish a Gibraltar
in the Philippines. It was hardly finished when it was admit-
ted and conceded by military authorities that it could not
© withatand a siege of six weeks. And yet you went on squan-
dering money at Corregidor. Now you are going to make the
same mistake at Panama. These items will be found on page
48 of the bill, and I hope that we will have a full and thorough
discussion of it so that the mistakes and waste of the past
will not be repeated in the future. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my fime.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn,

The Clerk read as follows:

SFEACOAST DEFENSES, UNITED STATES.

For operation and maintenance of fire-control installations at sea-
coast defenses, $140,000,

SEACOAST DEFENSES, INSULAR POSSESSIONS,

For operation and maintenance of fire-control Installations at sea-
coast defenses, insular possessions, $25,000,

SEACOAST DEFENSES, PANAMA CANAL,

I'or operation and maintenance of fire-control installations at sea-
const defenses, Panama Canal, $10,000,

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF BIONAL OFFICER.

Salaries: TFor personal services in the District of Columbla in
accordance with ' the classification act of 1923, $57,540.

The services of skilled draftsmen and such other services as the See-
retary of War may deem necessary may be employed only in the Signal
Office to carry into effect the various appropriations for fortifications
and other works of defense, and for the Signal Service of the Army,
to be paid from such appropriations, in addition to the foregoing em-
ployees appropriated for in the Signal Office : Provided, That the entire
expenditures for this purpose for the fiscal year 1825 ghall not exceed
$40,000, and the Secretary of War shall each year in the Budget report
to Congress the number of persons so employed, their duties, and the
amount paid to each.

Am BERVICE.
AR BERVICH, ARMY.

For ereating, maintaining, and operating at established fiylng schools
and balloon schools courses of instruction for officers, students, and
enlisted men, Including cost of equipment and supplies necessary for
instroetion, purchase of tools, equipment, materials, machines, text-
books, books of reference, sclentific and professlonal papers, instru-

ments and materials for theoretical and practical instruction ; for main-
tenance, repair, storage, and operation of airships, war balloons, and
other aerlal machines, including instruments, muaterials, gas plants,
hangars, and repair shops, and appliances of every sort and description
necessary for the operation, construction, or equipment of all types of
aireraft, and all necessary spare parts and equipment connected there-
with and the establishment of landing and take-off runways; for pur-
chase of supplies for securing, developing, printing, and reproducing
photographs in connection with aerial photography ; improvement, equip-
ment, maintenance, and operation of plants for testing and experimental
work, and procuring and introducing water, electric light and power,
gas and sewerage, including maintenance, operation, and repair of such
utilities at such plants; for the acquisition of land or Interest in land
by purchase, lease, or d tion where ry to explore for,
procure, or reserve hellum gas, and also for the purchase, manunfacture,
construction, maintenance, and operation of plants for the production
thereof and experimentation therewith; salaries and wages of civillan
employees as may be pecessary, and payment of their traveling and
other neccssary expenses as authorized by existing law; transporta-
tlon of materials in connection with consolidation of Afr Service ac-
tivities; experimental investigation and purchase and development of
new types of aircraft, accegsories thereto, and avlation engines, Includ-
ing leenses for patents and design rights thereto, and plaus, drawings,
and specifications thercof; for the purchase, manufacture, and con-
struction of airships, balloons, and other aerial machines, including
instruments, gas plants, hangars, and repair shops, and appliances of
every sort and description necessary for the operation, construction, or
equipment of all types of aircraft, and all necessary spare parts and
equipment connected therewith; for the marking of military airways
where the purchase of land 15 not involved; for the purchase, manu-
facture, and issne of epeeclal clothing, wearing apparel, and similar
equipment for aviation purposes; for all necessary expenses connected
with the sale or disposal of surplus or obsolete aeronautical equip-
ment, and the rental of buildings, and other facllities for the
handling or storage of such equipment; for the services of such
consulting engineers at experimental stations of the Alr Service as
the Becretary of War may deem necéssary, including necessary travel-
ing expenses; purchase of special apparatus and appliances, repairs
and replacements of same used in connectlon with special secientific
medical research in the Air Serviee; for maintenance and opera-
‘tlon of such Air Service printing plants outside of the District of
Columbia a8 may be authorized in accordance with law; for pub-
lications, station librarles, special furniture, supplies and equipment
for offices, shops, and laboratories; for speclal eervices, Including the
salvaging of wrecked alreraft, $12,435,000: Previded, J'hat not to
exceed $2,500,000 from this approptiation may be expended for pay
any expenses of civillan employees other than those employed in ex-
perimental and research work; not exceeding $600,000 may be ex-
pended for experimentation, conservation, and production of helium;
not exceeding $2,850,000 may be expénded for experimental and re-
search work with airplanes or lighter-than-alr eraft and their equip-
ment, Including the pay of necessary civillan employees ; not exceeding
$500,000 may be expended for the production of lighter-than-alr equip-
ment; not exceeding §800,000 may be expended for improv t of
stations, hangars, and gas plants for the Regular Army and for such
other markings and fuel supply stations and temporary shelter as may
be necessary; not less than $2,646,000 shall be expended for the pro-
duction and purchase of new alrplanes and their equipment, spare
parts, and accessories; not more than $4,000 may be expended for
settlement of claims (pot exceeding $250 each) for damages to per-
sons and private property resulting from the operation of gircraft at
home and abroad when each claim Is substantiated by a survey report
of a board of officers appointed by the commanding officer of the
nearest aviation post and approved by. the Chief of Air Service and
the Becretary of War; and not exceeding $50,000 may be used for all
contingent expenses in connection with an aerial fight around the
world, for such purposes as may be approved or authorized by the Sec-
retary of War, to be immediately available: Provided further, That
gection 8648, Revised Statutes, shall mot apply to subscriptions for
foreign and professional newspapers and periodicals to be pald for
from this appropriation: Provided further, That none of the funds
appropriated under this title shall be used for the purpose of giving
exhibition flights to the public other than those under the comtrol and
direction of the War Department; and if such flights are given by
Army personnel upon other than Government fields, a bond of in-
demnity, in such sum as the Becretary of War may require for dam-
ages to person or property, shall be furnished the Government by the
partles desiring the exhibition,

The sum of $1,890,001.65 of the unexpended balance of the appro-
priation for the Air Service for the fiscal year 1822 contained in the
“ act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal
year ending June 80, 1622, and for other purposes,” approved June
30, 1921, shall remain available until June 30, 1925, $399,001.05 of
this amount to be used for the payment of obligations incurred under
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contracts executed prior to June 20, 1922, and the balance for the
purchase of new airplanes and their equipment, spare parts, and
‘accessories, in nddition to the amount expended for the latter purpose
from the above appropriation of $12,435,000.

AVIATION, SEACOAST DEFENSES, PANAMA CANAL,

For the improvement of landing fleld;, France Field, to remain avail-
able until expended, $145,000.
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF AIR BERVICE,

Balaries : For personal services in the District of Columbia in accord-
ance with “ the classification act of 1023,"” $218,576.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I happen to
know that it Is seriously contemplated to offer an amendment
at this place. In faet, I know that one amendment, if not more,
has been prepared. I wish to address the House before anybody
else does, for the purpose of undertaking to show that the con-
templated amendment should not be offered, because it would
be ruinous in effect to the whole Air Service if it should be
adopted. I have a copy of an amendment which it is proposed
to be offered. It reads as follows:

Page 38, line B, insert: “ Provided no part of the money herein
appropriated shall be paid to any persom, firm, or corporation indebted
to the United States until such claim shall have been settled.”

Mr. Chairman, if that amendment should be adopted, every
piece of work and part of construction or repalr of an airplane
would be stopped. A great many Members of this body know
that a most industrious lobby is at work here for the introduc-
tion and passage of such an amendment. As I said, if that
amendment should be adopted, the further construction of air-
planes and the repair of airplanes would have to be stopped
immediately, Nothing whatever could thereafter be done, for
the reason that the Government is in dispute with every air-
eraft manufacturing coneern from which necessary parts must
be gotten. These disputes are in course of settlement. How
long they are going to continue in dispute, or when they will be
settled, no man knows. Therefore if this amendment should be
adopted—and I am hoping that those who contemplate introdue-
ing it may be prevailed upon not to present it—an airplane part
could not be gotten; consequently the airplanes could not be

_repaired and could not be built, for the reason that the parts
with which to build them, if bullt by the Government, must be
gotten from those concerns now in litigation with the United
States Government.

I think that the House should understand that if such an
amendment be adopted, instantly the flying service of the
United States must be closed down.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr, LAGUARDIA, Would not the gentleman better save his
amnunition until the amendment is offered? I do not believe
any such amendment will be offered.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kenftucky. Perhaps the gentleman knows
more than I do about it. I am hoping to forestall it. If the
gentleman objects to my making this statement——

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, not at all.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Apparently he does. I believe
that no Member of this House with the knowledge of the facts
that 1 have stated should offer the amendment. For the infor-
mation of the gentleman from New York [Mr, LAGUARDIA],
who just rose, I invite his attention to the fact that I read a
copy of a proposed amendment to be introduced at this very
point. Fortunately I do not see the gentleman upon the floor
af this moment who contemplates offering it. If I had more
time I would endeavor to throw some light on the active lobby
just referred to. In any event, I shall do so later.

Alr., HULL of lowa. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. I do so for the purpose of asking the chair-
man of the committee if there is any money appropriated in
thig Dbill for the purchase or acquirement of lighter-than-air
machines?

Mr. ANTHONY. There is a limitation on the amount which
can be expended for lighter-than-air craft of $500,000. Our
information is that they contemplate the purchase of a very
few of the lighter-than-air craft. They are used only for
observation purposes, or for spotting artillery fire.

Mr, HULL of Iowa. How large are they to be?

Mr. ANTHONY. They are not to be large. They are going
to buy two small ships of the semirigid type. I do not know
the exact dimensions, but they are comparatively small ones,
very much smaller than the Shenandoah or the type that we
usually read about.

Mr, LAGUARDIA., They can not be very large if they have
only $500,000.
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Mr. ANTHONY. They are very small

Mr. HULL of Iowa. When did we appropriate the money
by which the Navy bought the Shenandoah, or Ly which the
Army has purchased the mnachine which they are to receive
from Germany?

Mr, ANTHONY. I can not give the gentleman any informa-
tion with regard to the naval purchase, but the ship that is to
be received from Germany comes to us as a part of the repara-
tions agreement, and it is a disputed question whether the ship
will go to the Army or to the Navy. I sincerely hope it will
not go to the Army, because I would regard it as an incubus,
and it will be simply a useless expense and a drain upon our
appropriations, :

Mr, HULL of Towa. If it is from the reparations, how did
the Army ever get hold of it?

Mr. ANTHONY, It has not been assigned to either the
Army or the Navy as yet.

My. HULL of Towa. How did the Army or the Navy have any
right at all to pay for it out of the reparations?

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no money from this appropriation
that ean be used for such a ship. If it was presented to the
Army, the money in this item could be used to operate It,
undoubtedly.

Mr. HULL of Towa. I quite agree with the chairman of
the committee that it is a waste of money to invest any money
at all in these large blimps or lighter-than-air machines. I
might say that I think that we are making a tremendous mistake
in our entire airplane development, We are at present ex-
pending, I presume, some $40,000,000 a year for alirplanes,
and when we have spent the money, at the end of the year
we have practically nothing to show for it.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes,

Mr. ANTHONY, I think the gentleman ought to know that
the Army has been very conservative in regard to the money
that we have appropriated for new construction of alrplanes,
In the last year or two we find that the Air Service of the Army
has not expended all the money that we have appropriated for
new construction because they are trying to develop more
efficient types. They are going slow in regard to gbing into
the manufacture of planes because they realize that we have
not yet reached the point of development where we are safe
In going into large production. In this bill we reappropriate
$1,300,000 that would lapse on July 1, because the Air Service
has purposely refrained from spending it until they are sure
they have a type that they could safely go into production on,
and this year we aunthorize the reappropriation of that amount
in addition to the sum ecarried in the bill.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am glad to hear that this is true.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
pro forma amendment. I hope my colleagues will give me a few
moments’ attention on this subject. I recall that when the
naval appropriation bill was before us in the first session of the
Sixty-sixth Congress 1 opposed the appropriation for the pur-
chase of the R-35 from England. I was criticized at the time
on the floor of the House, and the unfortunate result of that
purchase is still vivid in our memories. 1 pointed out at the
time that we were purchasing a type of rigid ship which had
already become obsolete. As the gentleman from Towa [Mr.
Huri] pointed out, we appropriate about $40,000,000 a year,
in round figures, in the Army and the Navy for the Air Service,
and yet the other day when we were trying to get an appropria-
tion for $1,500,000 for the Post Office the polnt of order was
made and the item stricken from the bill. I sincerely hope
that this will be the last time in an appropriation bill that we
appropriate for the Air Service of the Army and the Navy
separately. If you want to develop the United States air
defense or air offense and create an industry in this country
for the manufacture of airplanes and flying machines, you
simply have to stop this wild waste and duplication of worlk
that we are now carrying on with the Army and the Navy.
You are trying to conduct a new industry, a new weapon of
warfare, and you are using the same method that you used in
appropriating for small military posts in the days of the In-
dian frontler. You can not do it and be suceessful. I do not
know what the Special Committee of Investigation of the Air
Industry Is going to bring out; but I do hope that they will
have the courage to withstand the pressure of the politicians
of the Navy Department and the War Department and come
here with a constructive program and unite all of the air activi-
ties of the Government In one department and let the United
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States take its place among the nations of the world in an ade-
quate, up-to-date Air Service i

Now, I do not see, gentlemen, why yon are so willing to ap-
propriate milllens of dollars for the Army and for the Navy,
duplicating on each other, and yet when we come here and ask
You for an appropriation to carry on a really useful experiment
yon weigh the letters and figure the eost for a few planes that
the Post Office Department are now operating. 1 defy the
gentleman in charge of this bill or the gentleman In charge
of the naval hill to define the line where the activities of the
Army Air Service cease and the activities of the Navy Air
Service commence, We had recentiy a speetacular, interesting,
exciting demonstratlion of the Shenendoah, and I will tell you
gentlemen that the experience of the Shenandooh was of no
scientific use to air science; Why, we have already seen an
airship cross the ocean and back; we have had the German
Zeppelins many years ago, and here you come with the Shenan-
doah which made a short trip and you got all excited about if.
Why, the only man who knows anything about the Shenaudoal
is the German commander who came over here to build it, and
when he goes back home to Germany he is going to take every-
thing he knows back home with him.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

AVIATION, BREACOAST DEFENSES, PANAMA CANAL

For the improvement of landing fleld, Franee Ficld, to remain avall-
able until expended, §145,000.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. T want to ask the chairman of the committee with
regard fo this year’s expenditures. Will this complete the
France Field, or only partially? As I understand, this is only
a partial appropriation. ;

Mr. ANTHONY. * The War Department asked for money suf-
ficient to complete the filling in of the entire fleld. We appro-
priated enough to fill in area A, The gentleman will see on the
map here, included within red lines, there are two areas, Area
A requires 282,000 cubie yards of filling in order to make a
suitable landing field. Area B requires 270,000 cubic yards of

filling. ,We have appropriated sufficient money to fill in area A.

wliich will probably take a year to accomplish, and we hope in
the next hill to give them enough to fill in area B. :

Mr, HULL of Iowa. WIll it cost any more money by making
the appropriation in two parts?

Mr. ANTHONY. No. It is work that will be done by Pan-
ama Candal dredges or by the Quartermaster Department of the
Government. The Government itself will do the work.

Mr. HULL of Towa. I am very glad to hear that I want to
say of all the money you are appropriating for seacoast defense
at Panama the appropriation you make for the landing field for
airplanes is the best appropriation that you are making. It is
permanent and will last and Is a real defense, whereas much
that you are appropriating is a waste of money. The landing-
field appropriation is justified. I withdraw the pro forma
amendment,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of asking
the chairman a question I rise In opposition to the amendment.
I want to ask the chairman if the General Staff objected to
this item in the bill?

Mr. ANTHONY. With reference to France Field, no; they
approved it. They asked for the entire appropriation.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. They realized that air defense is abso-
lutely necessary at Panama? :

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., They have admitted as much, have they?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think so.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the protection, preservation, repair, and maintemance of his-
torieal fortifications at Fort Niagara, N. Y., Fort Marion, Fla., and
Ean Juan, P. R, $25,000.

AMr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. SBuars of Florida: Page 48, line 22, after the
figures * §25,000 * strike out the period, Insert a semieolon, and add
the following: “ Provided, That the Becretary of War 18 authorized
to detail not exceeding six noncommissioned officers or privates for
duty at Fort Marion to act as custodians and guides, under such rules
and regulations as the Secretary of War may make."”

Mr, DICKINSON of Towa.
of order on the amendment.

Mr. BEARS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, it 18 a question in
my mind whether it is subject to the point of order or not as
it does not add to the expense of the bill. But; to be abso-
lutely frank with my colleague, perhaps it ls subject to the
point of order. Forg Marion, as my colleagues know, is the
oldest fort in the counfry. From a historical viewpoint there
is no place that is more interesting to the people who come to
Florida than is Fort Marion. Sergeant Black for a number
of years was there, and for a number of years they Lad a
company detailed there which performed the purpose I hope the
Seecretary of War will adopt if my amendment is passed by the
House, Under the present system civilian guides are located
at Fort Marion. I hope my friend will not insist upon the
peint of order. It does not add to the cost of the bil. I
believe the people from Ohio and from the other States com-
ing down to St. Augunstine and going to thiz old fort, as thon-
sands and thousands of them do every year, that they should
have elther a noncommisgioned officer or a private, if a non-
commissioned officer can not be secured without additional ex-
pense; to show them through this historical place.

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Yes.

Mr, ANTHONY. I know the gentleman realizes that the
amendment he proposes is really an act of administration?

Mr. SBEARS of Florida. Yes,

Mr. ANTHONY. And also the gentleman understands the
committee has set up an entirely new item in the bill in ovder
to take care of the situation that was so ably presented. to
our committee by the gentleman. We realized that Fort
Marion was a wonderful example of Spanish military archi-
tecture, erected several hundred years ago, and also that the
gentleman from Florida desired a small appropriation, so that
it could be preserved. We placed Iort Marion in the bill be-
cause we agreed with him. It was our understanding—at least
the Secretary of War so informed us—that a local soclety there
was qfurqishlng guides looking after the old fort. Is that the
case?

Mr. SHARS of Florida. That is the case, but the citizens
of St. Augustine are objecting to that, because they believe
that the Government should, as in the ease of the Washington
Monument, furnish these guides if It does not cost the Govern-
ment any addifional money.

AMr. ANTHONY., Of course the gentleman realizes that no
military objeet is to be subserved by stationing troops there.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I know; but every visitor to St
Augustine goes through this fort. The clitizens there feel that
the Government should take that work over if It does not
cause additional expense. This would not interfere with the
wonderful work the historical soclety has done there. I be-
lieve, though, the Government shonld maintain and preserve
these valuable historical places.

Mr. ANTHONY. Would it not be a fine idea for the Stata
of Florida to take over Fort Marion?

Mr. SEARS of Florida. It would; but let me suggest we.
might soon be in the position of the society that iz interested
in the acquisition of Monticello and whose members are ask-
ing people to subscribe in order that the place may be pre-
served. I thank the committee for the recognition they gave
me as to Fort Marion,

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand that the society pays the
Government $500 for the administration of Fort Martin and
also maintains the land surrounding, grounds and property.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Does the gentleman think that the
mere pittance of $500 at Fort Marion should be charged to
anybody? Does the gentleman believe that $500 should be
charged for the use and preservation of Fort Marion?

Mr. ANTHONY. No.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that this amendment
offered by the gentleman from Florida would be legislation, and
the peint of order is sustained. :

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I am sorry my friend from Iowa saw
fit to make a polnt of order on the amendment. I know, how-
ever, that he would not have done so had he not thought it his
duty to make the polnt of order. When the bill comes up again
next year I trust he will find that this amendment is a good
one and that, therefore, he will not make a point of order. That
does not reflect on my colleague who made the point of order.

I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas a question. My
attention this morning was called to the fact that the report
which the commitiee had before it ealled for $60,000 for Fort
Niagara, N. Y. I notice that this appropriation, carries only
$25,000; and if $60,000 was necessary for ¥Fort Niagara, I was

Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point
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wondering where Fort Marion came in under a $25,000 proposi-
tlon. .

Mr. ANTHONY., As I stated to the gentleman a moment ago,
this is a new item, set up in the bill with the idea that the
Government should exercise proper care In the administration
of this post. Previous to 1922 the Government expended $1,500
at Fort Marion for preservation. Under this appropriation they
have spent that mueh or more.

Mr., SHARS of Florida. I am not complaining, but It does
not show it. If the Chairman will recall my request, it wad for
not less than $2,500, and possibly it would require $£5,000, That
is a small amount. I hope the committee had that in view when
they recognized Fort Marion now for the first time. It has
never bheen in the bill before,

Mr, ANTHONY. The committee felt that the gentleman from
Florida with his well-known powers of persuasion could prob-
ably influence the War Department.

Mr. SEARS of Florida, If I could be as successful with the
War Department as I have been with the committee I would
not have any doubt, but I have not been as successful with
some of the departments as I have been with the commlittee,
and I thank the gentleman for stating the committee did so
out of regard for my statement.

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes. The committee was influenced by the
gentleman from Florida to decide on putting Fort Marion in
a reasonable state of repair.

Mr, SEARS of Florida. I shall not press the point. I wish
to again thank the gentlemen for the consideration which they
gave me when I presented the case to them.

The CHAIRMAN, The pro forma amendment is withdrawn.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

BEACOAST DEFENHES, PANAMA CANAL.

For preparation of plans for fortifications and other works of de-

fense, including surveys for roads, Canal Zone, $3,000.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves 1o |

strike out the last word.
Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, here we have the first item
on a new program for the fortification of the Panama Canal,

Now, gentlemen, I wanted to come before this committee pre- |

pared with actual information and with official data from the
War Department. I stated to you a few moments ago, in reply
to the inquiry made by the gentleman, that ¥ wounld give him in-
formation that would be startling. If the gentleman will give
me his attention, I want to tell him that this committee can not
get information from the War Department. First, T asked the
Chief of the Air Service to prepare for me a chart for use hefore
this committee when we were considering this bill, showing the
range of the new guns contemplated in the new fortifications, to
show thelr effectiveness against an attack from the air, and to
show the value of defense at Panama with sufficient air force
if these fortifications were not constructed. The Chief of the
Air Service sent an officer to my office asking me to make the
request of the Secretary of War. I made the request to the
Secretary of War, and got the usual stereotyped reply—that it
was referred to the proper bureau. Then an official from the
Alr Service came to me and talked informally, but not officially,
and I agzin demanded information from the Secretary of War.
I have been unable to obtain it, and I will say right here on the
floor of the House that the Air Service is not permitted to give
this House the accurate information.

Now, why is it, gentlemen, when we are asked to commence an
appropriation in this seemingly innocent and innocuous and in-
expensive manner for plans at a cost of $3,000 and eonstruction
of seqcouast batteries of $252,000, which is only the beginning of
a large project there that is going to cost you millions—why is
it that we can not get the technical information, so that we
may know what we are doing?

Mr. BARBOUR., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, T will

Mr. BARBOUR. Does the gentleman agree that we should
have some seacoast defenses in the Panama Canal?

Mr, LAGUARDIA: Not unless it is mobile,

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman tell us what, in his
opinion, we should have there?

Myr. LAGUARDIA. Does not the gentleman believe we ought
to get that information from the War Department?

Mr. BARBOUR. But the gentleman says this is all wrong
in the bill. Now, for the information of the House, will the
gentleman tell us what he thinks ought to be there? It will,
at least, be informing to vs.

ImMr. LAGUARDIA. 1 helieve we ought to have there an alr
se.

Mr, BARBOUR. I agree with that.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. With sufficient planes, and that we ought
to have mobile artillery of large caliber.

Mr. BARBOUR. What caliber? |

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am not an expert on artillery.

Mr. BARBOUR. But the gentleman says this plan is all
wrong,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I say it is. I say It Is startling that the
War Department will not permit the air branch of the service
to give us information, and T want to say to the gentleman
that the information which I obtained from the Navy Depart-
ment was simply ridieulous.

Mr, ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. ANTHONY. Just what information does the gentleman
want? The committee felt the War Department was very free
in giving information.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. All right. Then I will ask the gentle-
man——

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man may proceed for five additional minutes,

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas asks that the
gentleman from New York may proceed for five additional
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr, LAGUARDIA, I want to get and I want my colleagues
to get—and not from me but from the War Department—a
comparative chart showing the range of the guns which the
department intends putting at Panama, and then showing the
carrying capacity of bombing planes and the range of those
planes.

Mr. ANTHONY. We can tell the gentleman the range of the
16-inch gnng that will be Installed under the provisions of the
bill. The maximum range is 50,000 yards, which is a far
greater range than it is possible for any foreign battleship to
maintain against them,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If your foreign battleship fleet carries
with it a carrier vessel with bombing planes then what are you
going to do?

Mr. ANTHONY. We have naval and Army air bases in
Panama with suflicient planes to repel any naval alr attack
which can be brought against them,

Mr. LAGUARDIA, If so, why expend $100,000,000 in
Panagma?

Mr, ANTHONY. We are not.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How much are you going to expend?

Mr. ANTHONY. The estimated expense of Installing the
four guus at the Pacific end is $1,200,000, and the same amount
will be expended to emplice four 16-inch guns at the Atlantic
end. This $200,000 is just for the emplacement and starting
of the work. We have the guns on hand.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Will this pay for all the emplacements?

Mr, ANTHONY, It will start the work.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exaetly.

Mr. ANTHONY. We have to build a rallroad and we have to
excavate,

Mr. LAGUARDIA.
through?

Mr. ANTHONY.
raliroad and for the
foundations.

Mr., LAGUARDIA, Then how much more will youn have to
spend?

Mr. ANTHONY. As I stated, the total cost of the battery
is $1,200,000,

What will that cost before you are

This provides for the construction of the
excavation, and the placing of the

Mr. LAGUARDIA., And that is the complete expense at
Panama?

Mr. ANTHONY. At one end; that is the expense at each
end.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is not the information I get from
the War Department, and the gentleman will find himself
greatly embarrassed in one or two years from now, when
he comes for more money.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr, WINGO. The gentleman interests me. He said he
thought the War Department ought to give us certain scientific
and technical information.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes,

Mr. WINGO. What is it?
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why, I just explained: it/ to: the gentles
man from Kansas. We ought to know—I kuow it, but it ought
to come from the War Department—just: how: many planes we
are to have there.

Mr. WINGO. I think you ought to tell me; I would like to
Enow it.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I will tell the gentleman now: If we put
f propei air base there we ¢an carry more explosives a greater
distance than #ny artillery you can maintain at that point,
And T will tell the gentleman that if we ever have the misfor-
fune to: be attacked. at thut polnt, we are tot going to be at-
tacked by @ fleet in the water but by an ab’ fleet

Mr. WINGO.! The gentleman complaing because certain tech-
nical information is not furnished the Congress, hut lie says
he has it. Now, there is no law to prohibit the gentleman from
telling the House, if the gentleman has it

Mr. LAGUARDIA. T say that I am now telling the gentle-
man, and I want the War -Department to admit it.

Mr. WINGO. Buot thmt is not technieal information which
the gentleman has given us. That is his argument.

Mr. LaGUATDIA. Why ean we not get the technieal infor=
mation from the War Department?

My, WINGO. The gentleman says he has it; why not tell
the Honse?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. T am just telling you generally what the
conditions -are and what every man knows.

Mr. WINGO. If everybody knows it, why call on the War
Department to tell us?’

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1In order to convince the gentleman from
Arkansg#s and the other gentlemen who are going to vote for
this appropriation:

Mr., WINGO,  Well, how?

: My, LAGUARDIA, I can not'convince the gentléeman, seem-
ngly.

Mr. WINGO. How would you convinece ns? You have not
given us any technleal information and yet you say that every-
body knows, it

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Tlie gentleman knows I can not get that
information and that is my eomplaint.

Mr, WINGO. But the gentleman sald a while ago that he
had it.

Mr: LAGUARDIA., I sald I knew generally that we were
spending money on this kind of coast defense, and anything
that may be said upon the floor of this House is simply said
because we have net the accurate inférmation from the War
Department.

Mr. BARBOUR. I will gtate to the gentleman that the War
Department furnished the committee with all the information
it sought on these matters.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why was it not furnished to other
Members?:

m]l{r.- BARBOUR. The gentleman can get It' from the hear-
£9..

Mr, LAGUARDIA. TFor the purpose of the record I want to

ask the gentleman a question, because it will not be long before

the mext appropriation bill'is before the House. It will not

ccwflt? over $2,000,000: to complete the four guns on the Pacific

en

Mr. BARBOUR. Tt is estimated at $1,200,000.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. And $1,200,000 for the other side?

Mr: BARBOUR. Yes:

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is $2,400,000, and you are not going
to ask: for any more money for that purpose. Then we will
have some fun on.the next appropriation.

Mr. BARBOUR, That is the estimafe.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, T will say it is an estimate.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chalrman, I am not an expert but I belleve
I am as good an expert as the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LaGuarpia]. Let us see what he is raising all this fuss about.
I was listening to him, and I thought we were running into
something and that the War Department was trying' to keep
something from the publie that it ought to give us. The gentle-
man complained for five minutes that he had asked for certain
information and semebody from the department Rad come down
to see him and had told him to ask for it from the Seeretary of
War, and the Secretary of War gave him a stereotyped answer
and referred him to somebody else, and somebody else came
down, and then I was on tiptoe beeause I thought I was going
to get something, and then directly he said it was technical
information. He said he had the technical information, and I
asked him then, “ Why do you not give it to us?”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is in error. I said I could
not get it

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman sald he had it, Oh, if you do
not correct your remarks the Recorp will show that you sald,

“T have got it,” and I said, “ Why do. you not tell us?” Every-:
body present knows that that is true.
Now, what is the matter with the gentleman? I like the gen-

tleman, but do you khow what I thought, and I say this in all

_kindness to the gentleman, I remarked to some of the gentle-

men sitting back here when' the gentleman was talking about
this' information that the gentleman reminded me of the story
of ' the dog that was chasing the train and an old farmer sald,
“ What the hell would he do with it if he caught it?” [Ap-
plause,] Now, what would the gentleman from New York do
with the technical information, if he got it?

Mr! LAGUARDTA, May I state that perhaps T could convinece
the gentleman from Arkansas if T had the information?

Mr. WINGO. No; the gentleman could not eonvince me
because with all due respect to the gentleman I know that
however great his experfence and knowledge may be, we have

‘some gentlemen in the War Department and in the Navy De-

partment, whatever may be their faults and however. extrava-
gant they may be, who are just as patriotic as the gentleman
from New York or myself. If they are not, God save the
country, because in fhe last analysis on these technical gues-
tions we liave got to let them waste some money because that
is' the only way by which you can experiment in a new in-
dustry and find out what to do. [Applause.]l Oh, as long as
they are spending it honestly, although wastefully, in trying
to solve the evolutionary problem of alrplane defense and
offense, why should you and I sit around and like fice dogs
yow-yow-yow at them; and, bless you, they are hampered now
with suspicion and charges of graft. I feel sorry for {hese
good men downp in the War Department and in the Navy De-
partment. As long as they afe spending the money honestly
and not greasing somebody’s itching palm we should not com-
plain. As long as they are going out and spending the money,
although perhaps  wastefally, groping in the dark, trying to
keep this Nation abreast of the developments in the Air
Service, oh, the least we can do, gentlemen, is not to insinuate
they are trying to mislead the House and cover up Ssome-
thing. God be with these men. May they be suecessful in
maintaining the supremacy of the United States; and may
‘Congress have the courage to vote them the necessary money
to carry on the needed experiments to develop, our Air
Service so that we can be invinelble in time of war. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. I yield to the gentleman because I know Hae
is going to give me some information. _

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has missed the point
entirely.

Mr. WINGO:. I know I have, and I want you to give it to

me.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They are not experimenting with air
defense and air offense. That is what I want them to. do.
They are sinking the money in cold, antiguated, obselete forts.

Mr. WINGO. Who knows that? With all respect to the
gentleman, I do not. think he knows a bit more about the Air
Service than I do. Now, that may be a broad statement, but
certainly I am not goiug to accept the gentleman’s statement
on his experience when it contradicts and.challenges the united
judgment of men in the War Department that he has not given
any facts to show we should distrust either their intelligence,
their integrity, or their patviotism.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WINGO. And I have got all the imformation I want.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I want to say just a word about the appropriation
which has just been made for the repair of historic buildings,
including these at Fort Niagara, N. Y. Fort Niagara is at
the foot of the Niagara River. If is one of the histeric rivers,
perhaps the mest historic and in many respects the most im-
portant rviver in the Unlted States. The fort at the foot of
that river is one of the oldest buildings in the United States,
1t is an historie building: It was the center of many conflicts
in the Revolution. It changed hands again and again, not
jonce but repeatedly. It: passed into the DBritish hands and
back into our hands and finally beeame & part of the terri-
tory of the United States as a result of conflicts and victories.

We send. every year thousands and thousands of visitors
abroad to look upon the monuments of past achievements in
Hurope. Thisz is a new coumiry and we have only a few his-
toric bulldings that have come down te us from the past, and
these few we should cherish. Not only is this appropriation

Jdmportant. from an historie standpoint but from a practieal

standpoint as well. This Government owns a valunble domain
at the mouth of the Niagara River, where it empties into Laka
Ontario.
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The land itself is of enormous value, It is being swept by
the storms into the lake. It is a question of preserving valu-
able property by rebuilding the sea wall. That is the purpose
of this appropriation.

Years ago the map shows that there was an orchard éxisting
north of what is now the end of the fort domain. That has
been swept into Lake Ontario, The amount appropriated here
is wholly inadequate; it will not rebuild the gea wall but it will
start the work. The amount mecessary is §57,000. - We only
obtain $7,500 through this appropriation, but, strange and ab-
surd as it may seem, this seems to have been the flrst appro-
priation in this country for the purpose of preserving historia
buildings. It is the first time that we have started fo pre-
serve in this way the glorious history of the Revolution. It is
the first time we have made an effort in that direction, and the
committee felt on that account that the appropriation, even of
this amount, might be challenged, and so they brought in
only a fraction, a small percentage, of what is needed. But the
work will begin and there is no question that it will be con-
tinued and appropriations adequate in amount will be granted
in the future. t

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

MESSAGE ¥FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hawrey having
taken the chair as Speaker pro fempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the
Senate had passed with amendment the bill (H. R. 6815) to
authorize a temporary increase of the Coast Guard for law
enforcement, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre-
sentuatives was requested.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 7449) making appropriations to supply defi-
ciencies for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1924, and prior
years, to provide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal
year ending June 80, 1924, and for other purposes.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.
The Clerk read as follows:

For the -construetion of seaeoast batterfes on the Canal Zone for
defense of the Panama Canal, $Z72,460.

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike cut the
paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment of Mr. Hott of Towa: Page 48, lines 1 and 2, strike out
the paragraph.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chalrman, I do fiot do this with any
idea of making carping criticism of the War Department. I
believe In expert advice. I do believe, however, that it 18 the
duty of a Congressman, no matter how hard it may seem, to call
attention of the country by éven placing his opinion against the
opinion of experts and let the future judge. I have not hesi-
tated to do this in the past and I shall not hesitate to do it in
the future. This Item is but the start of an expenditure of
money that will run into many millions, and every bif of it is
obsolete before you start on it

Mr, BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman tell us what he would
have done? )

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will before I get through.

Mr. BARBOUR. Why not now?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will now. I would construct mobile
artillery. You are going to have a fort, and you would have it
80 you would not conceal the gun and place it on a fixed forfi-
ficatlon where the enemy knows before the trouble comes whera
it is and where they can pound it to pieces.

Mpr. DIOCKINSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes,

My, DICKINSON of Towa. Why can not you use mobile
artillery as supplemental to the other?

Mr. HULL of Iowa, A fixed forfification is absolutely use-
less If you use mobile artillery. There 13 no place in the
world where mobile artillery could be worked so satisfactorily
as at the Panama Canal. If you take one gun and place it
properly you c¢an use it on either side of thé eanal. You
double the effectiveness. You place a piece of artillery in a
fixed position, as you are proposing to do there out on Bruja
Point, and every war department in the world knows it, knows
where it s -and if they can get within 15 miles they will
pound it to pleces. It was obsolete before the late war, which

demonstrated beyond all question that you must not have
fixed fortifications. Take, as an {llustration, the Germans
when they went through Belgium, and that was on the land.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HULL of Towa. Yes

Mr. RANKIN, What is the elevation above sea level at
Panama where these guns will be placed?

Mr. HULL of Yowa. Bruja Point is not very high. The
gun could be concealed, but they will have to build a rallroad
out there. - _

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HULL of Towa. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. I think the gentleman from Iowa is cor-
rect, and I agree with him with respect to railroad artillery,
but let me put this question to him about the blowing up of
fixed fortifications. Suppose they dropped a bomb on the
rallroad track, about midway bebtween the two coasts of the
Panama Canal, what would happen?

Mr. HULL of Towa. Why the Injury would not last 48
hours, They could repair the railroad track; but lét them
drop a bomb on your fxed fortifications, and they are all gone,
and with them expendifures of millions of dollars.
yi(la\'lf(;.? HILL of Maryland. My, Chalrman, will the gentleman

My, HULL of Towa. Yes,

Mr, HILL of Maryland. What doées the gentleman think that
the 16-inch gun would be doing while they were dropping a

bomb upon it? Would it not be working, protecting itself?

Mr. HULL of Towa. Why, you could not .put a 16-inch gun
on an airplane.

Mr. HILY. of Maryland. I do not think anybody ever pro-

posed to do that.

Mr., HULL of -Towsa.
thought he did. I3t

Mr. HILL of Maryland. They would be very serviceable on
airplane carriers, would they not? y

Mr, HULL of Iowa. I want to be fair with the gentleman.
I am not objecting to 16-inch guns, but I would put the guns
on railroad cars that can be concealed.

M[‘:‘, HILL of Maryland, Is the gentlemsn in favor of 2.75
guns

Mr. BLANTON, We understand the gentleman from Iowa
correctly, and I think he is making a good argtiment, He
could not possibly put on an airplane the kind of 16-inch gun
they send here from Baltimore.

TihedCHALRM. The time of tlie gentleman from Towa has
expired.

Mr, HULL of Towa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for five mintites more?

*The CHAIRMAN, Is there objéection?

There was no objection,

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I say that you are making a mistake in
Panama and that it 8 a mistake to do as you propose to do.
I call this to the attention of the chairman of the committee.
He was down there at Panama last summer, and when e wers
thetre it was not the plan of the War Department to have these
fixed fortifications at Bruja Point, They chatiged thelr plan.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, HULL of Iowa. I want first to éarry out one other
point. I eriticized thelr plans, and so did the gentleman from
Kansas, at that time, and théy have changed them, but they are
still proposing to put a fixed battery without any fortification
there., That {8 what I am protesting against.

In this day and age you ought not to spend the people's
money for fixed batteries on the seacoast without any protec-
tion. They can profect them if they will. It is a makeshift,
and it is proven absoldtely to be the fact that they changed
their plans after they wanted Taboga Island fortified, and the
committee wisely struck that out. Then they said to give them
some money for a fixed fortification on thé mainland.

Mr. RANKIN. Mvr, Chalrman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman says that this fixed fortifica-
tion would be so fixed {n the mind of an enemy that the enemy
could destroy it from the air, and at the same time he recom-
mends that we use railroad artillery. As a matter of fact,
the railroad track would be just as fixed in the mind of the
enemy as a fixed fortification, and the enemy conld fly acéross
the Isthmus right over this track and destroy it much more
easily than he could a fixed fortification, could he not?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; because a raiiroad track can be
reépaired, Then I say another thing. I have not recommended
thig. I say that If you are golng to fortify the Panama Oanal
with batterfes, you want them to be mobile, you want them to

From the gentleman’s question I




5096

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

MArcr 27,

be protected, you want them so that you can conceal them.
That is all I do say. It is perfectly apparent.

Mr. RANKIN. Did the gentleman ever see any 16-inch rail-
way artillery or motor artillery that worked successfully?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I admit that they have not designed
a8 yet a 16-inch motor field artillery truck, but it is not im-
possible. They have a 14-inch gun on such a truck, and the
reason they have not designed a 16-inch mobile truck is because
the railroads can not be made to carry them. That fact can
be answered at the Panama Canal, because you would not have
to run them on the railroad except for a very short distance.
You could use the canal as far as that e

Mr. McKENZIE, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. T1s it not a fact that the experts on artillery
testified before the Committee on Military Affairs that there is
very great advantage with the guns placed on shore in a com-
bat with warships at sea, and that the number of hits that ¢an
be made from a fixed fortification is far in excess of any hits
that can be made from ships shooting at artillery on shore
which is placed below the level of the land?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; but at the very same time they
asked for money for mobile artillery, and to-day they are pro-
tecting the Atlantiec seaboard with mobile artillery, and they
should be. They are using mobile artillery in the field and they
used it in France, and the only artillery that this country was
able to use on the front in France was mobile artillery.

Mr. McKENZIE. Is it not also a fact that the reason for that
ig that we can not afford to have fixed fortifications all along
our extended coast, and therefore it is necessary to have mobile
artillery? .

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is a very good reason, and that is
one reason why I appeal to you to fix it down at Panama, be-
cause you can do it for 50 per cent and do it much better and
more efficiently than you can if you try to place fixed fortifica-
tions there.

The CHAIRMAN. - The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
again expired.

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If you are going fo place fixed fortifica-
tions there, then for Heaven's sake place them so that they are
protected. That is what modern people are doing.

Mr. McKENZIE. I am trying to make the point that we
should not abolish all of our fixed fortifications simply because
mobile artillery on railroad cars is a very good plan.

Mr. HULL of Towa. I am not asking you to do that. I am
only asking this committee to not appropriate a great sum of
money to start on fixed fortifications at the Panama Canal on
the west side, v

Now, I am not attempting to abolish anything. I am trying
to save the mopey. This will call attention of the War De-
partment to the peed of going down there and studying the
question, and then if they will come with a constructive plan
to Congress I will vote for it; but I want to tell you that I
can not vote for a makeshift plan such as proposed in this
bill, and I am not trying to say this in any way of criticism
of the committee or criticism of the War Department; I am
just trying to get a constructive program that will protect us
in case we have to meet an enemy.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, this question seems to be one of a difference of opinion
between experts. On the one hand we have the experts of the
War Department. They have been gtudying the question of
national defense over a period of years and came before our
committee and recommended, among other -things necessary
for our national security, a 4-gun battery of 16-inch guns at
the Pacific entrance of the Panama Canal. On the other hand,
we have a board of experts, composed of my friend from Iowa
and the gentleman from New York, -who disagree with the
experts of the War Department, and, so far as I have been
able to observe, have disagreed to practically every item in
the bill.

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Gladly.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. You also have a number of experts,
imd t(l;ere were several of them who proposed to fortify Taboga

sland.

Mr. BARBOUR. As the gentleman from Towa stated a few
moments ago, that plan has been abandoned. It was realized
there were certain disadvantages in fortifying Taboga Island.
It is a comparatively small island that 1lifts up out of the sea
1,000 feet. It is almost solid rock. If they place a battery

- ¥

there, the guns would have to be concentrated and placed close
together., It would then be necessary fo defend this battery
by supplemental batteries stationed at various points. It
would be necessary to build roads leading to the guns. There
is not room for the necessary buildings to house the troops
required to man the guns. Taboga Island can be seen for
miles at sea, an object easy to hit, and it would be particularly
disastrous if it should be hit, because the guns would have
to be concentrated because of lack of space. Now, the War
Department has adopted a plan of placing this 4-gun bat-
tery on the mainland. It is not necessary to have mobhile
guns stationed there. This battery is for the purpose of de-
fending the entrance of the canal. It is not necessary to move
up and down the coast. No naval attack would contemplate
the dropping of bombs on the Republic of Panama. An attnck-
ing enemy is going to concentrate on the canal works and at
the entrances, :

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the entrance of the canal be pro-
tected by fortifications on Flamenco Island and these other
islands? i

Mr. BARBOUR. The fortifications on Flamenco Island con-
sist of 14-inch guns. It was demonstrated at the manenvers
last spring that a modern battleship armed with 16-inch guns
can stand outside the range of the 14-inch guns at Flamenco
Island and absolutely destroy the Miraflores Locks and the de-
fensive works at the entrance to the eanal without coming
within range of the present canal defenses.

Mr., RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I will

Mr. RANKIN. As I understand, the object of these batter-
ies is to defend the entrance to the ecanal from the bombard-
ment of a vessel at sea.

Mr. BARBOUR. Entirely; yes, sir.

Mr. RANKIN. Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL]
was discussing these land fortifications, and stated that these
16-inch gun batteries can be destroyed by airplanes. As a mat-
ter of fact, any bomb which is dropped from an airplane would
put one of these land batteries out of business, and would if
dropped in the canal be sufficient to put the canal itself out of
commission.

Mr. BARBOUR. It is planned not to place these guns to-
gether. That is the idea of placing them on the mainland, so
that they will be able to concentrate their fire on the enemy
and yet be located far enough apart that the enemy can not
concentrate on these guns. It is also necessary to have an
air defense for the Panama Canal. It is the most effective
defense from an attack by the air. The gentleman from New
York is an authority on aviation, but we happen to have on
this matter even a higher authority than the gentleman from
New York. General Patrick, Chief of the Army Air Service,
in discussing the defense of the Panama Canal against air at-
tacks, testified before our commitiee that a sufficient number
of airplanes would be necessary. Those are in addition to the
16-inch guns which would be used against naval attack. Gen-
eral Patrick stated that it is necessary to have both types of
defense.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARBOUR. I ask for five minutes gdditional.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. :

Mr. BARBOUR. General Patrick said there are times along
the Canal Zone when airplanes would not be effective on
account of fog or other weather conditions, but these guns
can be used on such occasions and effective against an
enemy at sea.

Mr, HULL of Towa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I will

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Now, the gentleman is saying we should
depend absolutely on airplanes and also we ought to have
the fortifications. You are going to have to build a railroad
there all along the coast to Blucher Point; why not use a mobile
fortification or mobile artillery which is easily concealed, which
protects itself and which you can use on both sides of the canal
as well as anywhere else?

Mr. BARBOUR. If it Is necessary for the complete defense
of the Panama Canal that we also have mobile guns then let us
by all means have mobile guns, but to put this battery of four
168-inch guns at the Pacific entrance of the canal is the best
plan according to the view of the experts of the War Depart-
ment.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. RANKIN. It would be impossible, as I understand it, to
get railway artillery that would shoot as far as these land
batteries?
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Mr. BARBOUR. That is my understanding,

Mr. RANKIN. The object of the land batterles is to keep
a foreign fleet out?

Mr. BARBOUR. That is true.

Mr. RANKIN. If these railway guns would not meet that
want, they would be practically useless?

Mr, BARBOUR. Yes. I will say to the gentleman from
Mississippi and the other members of the committee that with
an effective 4-gun battery of 16-inch guus no battleship will dare
to come within range. That was demonsirated in the Werld
War.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr, Chalrman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. HULL of Iowa, It has not been demonstrated, however,
and the gentleman knows it, that the 16-inch guns en the
rgilroad fortifications shoot at a Jess distance or at a less
range than on a fixed emplacement. It shoots just as far, and
everybody knows it, :

Mr. BARBOUR, The gentleman from Iowa himself gtated
a moment ago that an effectiye 16-inch railroad gun had not
yet been perfected.

And the gentleman from Iowa also stated that permanently
established batteries are obsolete and ineffective. Gentlemen,
I have buf to call your attention to the Island of Heligoland,
of which we heard so much during the World War.

My, HULL of Iowa. Mp, Chairman, will the gentleman yield

for a moment?

Mr., BARBOUR. In a moment. No enemy vessel of the
allied fleets dared to get within range of the guns en Heligoland,
And that will be the same situation on the Panama Canal. If
we have proper batteries defending the entrances there will
not be an enemy vessel dare to get within range. Why speculata
on this? We have the experts of the War Department on the
one hand, and against their opinion we haye the opinion of
the two experts of the House of Representatives, the gentleman
from Jowa and the gentleman from New York

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman will admit this, that
every gun placed by.the Germans at Heligoland was proteeted,
just the same as they are at Gibraltar. None of them nare
placed where they have no protection,

Mr. BARBOUR. Where the gentleman gets the idea that
these guns are going to be exposed, and that there will be
nothing to protect them, I do not know.

Mr. HULL of Towa. All of them are exposed. They built
at Flamenco, on Flamenco Island, and I ealled their attention
to it. They have no protection to the guns. They have their
ammunition protected. It is the most wonderful plaee in the
world if they had properly placed it where nothing could de-
stroy it; but they placed it just as high as they could, where
everyhody e¢an shoot it and everybody can shoot at it, It is
like a bird on a fenee post, where e€very boy ean hit it.

Mr., BLANTON. We need these “ House experts.” We have
learned a lesson from these * House experts.” We did so when
the Navy experts told us about the necessity of raising the tur-
rets of our naval guns, and then it was left for the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] to find out otherwise, and he pre-
vented the expenditure of an appropriation of $8,000,000.

Mr, BARBOUR. That was on the naval bill. I hope the eoms-
mittee will not strike this item out of the bill.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chalrman, the Panama
Canal 1s conceded by everybody to be the keystone of our
national defense. Our experts of the Army and the Navy, with
the lesson of the recent World War before them, have had
under study for several years the best way to defend this
Nation by protecting the Panama Canal from invasion or de-
struction. HExperts who are real experts have advised as to
what should be done there. It is folly, and nothing short of
folly, for this House to underiake to do anything except that
which we are told by them to do. If misfortune should happen
to the Panama Canal, how welcome it would be to the experts
of the Army and Navy to be able to say, “1I told you so, and
instead of following eur advice you took that of somebdy who
did not know a confounded thing about it,” any more than I
do, and I do not know anything about it. [Laughter.]

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. No; I decline for the reason
that I have only flve minutes.

Mr. HULL of Iowa, I will get you five minutes more,

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The longer this thing is dls-
cussed by somebody who does not know any more about it than
I do—and that is full in evidence here [laughter]—the more
apparent it becomes that at last we are compelled to take the
advice of those officers in the Army and Navy who, through
long years, we have educated up to the point of giving us ad-
yvice. There Is nothing else to do now, In my humble judgment,

than to take it and appropriate more than we are now doing.
Because they asked for more, let us not give less; but every
time let us give enongh to make the coyntry safe from Invasion.
[Applause and eries of ¥ Vote! i3

L‘Ir. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Ohairman, I ask for one minute.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is theuwe objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. HULL of Iowa, The gentleman is in favor of taking the
ndviee' of experts. Did the gentleman object in the war when
the War Department told us we had to take in boys under 21
to win the war? Did not the gentleman question that advice
and come on the floor of Oongress and vote to defeat the War
Department? The gentleman from Kentucky voted that way.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentueky. If a question had arisen as to
the question of plaeing those boys either here, there, or yonder,
I would have yielded to the expert testimony of the officers of
our -Army. FApplause.]

Mr, HULL 'of Iowa. - But you did not yvield at that time,

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

Mr. PFITZGERALD rose.

The CHATRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from
Ohio rise?

Mr. FITZGERALD, To discuss this portion of the hill,

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman move to strike out
the last word?

_Mé-. FITZGERALD. 1 move to strike out the last threa
words,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for fiva
minutes,

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chajrman and gentlemen of the
commitiee, I am intensely interested in the fortifications of the
Panama Canal, not only bBecause I have heen there and in-
spected them and returned to make a complaint te the Secretary
of War about the defenseless condition of the canal, but’also
becanse I have conversed with those Army and Nayy officers
who are equally cognizant of the lack of proper defense of that
property in which we Lave inyested $500,000,000.

You realize that not only has this canal commercial ad-
vantages, but It enables us to maintain a single fleet. To-
day it is not necessary for us to have a Pacific Squadran and
an Atlantic Squadron to our fleet, and in that way the canal
is of great value. A ship may pass from ocean to ocean through
the canal in eight hours.

Hvery time we have had strategic problems in mimic war-
fare by the Navy—Ilast year and the year before—the hostile
forces have captured gnd destroyed the Panama Canal hecause
it is inadequately defended.

I know there are two schools of thought. I belong to the
school of thought headed by Gen. William Mitehell, and I am con-
vinced that the Panama Canal can not be adequately defended
excepl through the air and with airplane bases in Hawail and
alrplane bases in the West Indles,

I am in favor of the appropriation now under consideration—
why? Because we can not get the alreraft appropriations suffi-
cient to defend our island possessions and the canal at this
time; we can not get the appropriations at this time to defend
them in the way they ought to be defended; that is, in the most
sure and economical way.

When I eamplained to the Seeretary of War ahout the in-
adequate landing places—La France Fleld on the Atlantic
side and the very imperfect fleld which faces nup against the
hills on the Pacific side—he called my attention, very properly,
to the lack of appropriations from Congress with which to
defend this great possession of ours, which is so valuable an
agset commercially and to the national defense.

The only landing field we have on the Atlantic side is so
restricted that modern planes loaded, as they must be loaded,
with hombs can not safely rise into the air, On the Pacifie
slde the field is so restricted and se located, facing Ancon HIll
or Balboa Heights, that the large bombing planes can not take
off safely.

I think the proposition made by my friend from Iowa is
eminently sound. This late war showed a revelutlon in mili-
tary affairs. There is not a fort im the world—think of
Namur or any of the other great fortifications ef the world—
not even the Rock of Gibraltar, which can now be considered
{mpregnable or of great practieal value against modern artil-
lery and aireraft. There is not a fixed fortification In exist-
ence now whieh can net be easily and readily demolished hy
the modern methods of warfare. The days of fixed fortifiea-
tions are gone. The lessons of the late war taught the great
value of mobile artillery; and I belleve, with General Mitchell,
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that every dollar we put into fixed batteries, shore batteries,
and coast artillery is money wasted. )

But I am for this appropriation beause we can not substl-
tute at this time, apparently, that protection which the United
States needs, and this is a great deal better than nothing.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes,

Mr. BARBOUR. There is a difference of opinion as to the
effectiveness of airplane defense, and there are two schools of
thought on that subject.

Mr. FITZGERALD, 1 realize that )

Mr. BARBOUR. Now, why take any chances?
make the best use of that which we have?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am in accord with the gentleman.
I would not ask the House to follow me on this proposition,
but I do advance the proposition—and I believe it is worthy
of the study of every man who is loyal to his country—that
the aireraft we now have can destroy any ship- that can be
built, whether it operates on the water or under the water,
and that everything afloat is vulnerable from the air, not only
from the terrific bombs which have exploded with 2,000 pounds
of high-power explosive, T. N. T., and destroyed the German
unsinkable ship, the Ostfriesland, but with the great bombing
planes now heing produced, such as the Barling, which can carry
10,000 pounds of bombs or a single 10,000 bomb.

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PITZGERALD., With pleasure.

Mr. CONNERY. Is there any provision in this bill which
takes care of the protection of the Panama Canal by aireraft?

Mr. FITZGERALD., There is, but it is limited in extent.
There has been a cut In the appropriation as asked by the
War Department of $85,000. I believe it is the intention of
this committee to divide the expense of providing for aircraft
defense of the canal over a period of two years, and I want to
follow this committee because I have great respect for it.

Mr. QONNERY. Would the gentleman submit an amend-
ment to raise that appropriation?

Mr, FITZGERALD. I would like to; but I can not because
we have passed that part of the bill and can not return to it
now, except by unanimous consent.

Now, General Mitchell is out of the country and he was not
heard by this committee, but I hope that some day, as the re-
sult of the investigations which will be made by the committee
which has just recently been authorized by the House, or by
gpecial committee on the national defense, and that such a
committee will take up this most important question, hear all
the experts, get the different schools of thought and come to
some conclusion as to the most economical and efficient method
of defending this country, which I assert will be chiefly by
alreraft.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out
the last four words, -

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Yowa is recognized.

Mr., GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I just wish to add
a word of observation to the observations made with reference
to my own experience and also the lessons of history.

The gentleman who last spoke Is undoubtedly aware that
so far as experience in past wars is concerned, no navy ever
sucecessfully went up against even a second-class land forti-
fieation, and in the last great war they never ventured within
reach of the guns of any of the modern fortifications. Float-
ing battleships and floating fortifications can not compete with
stationary ones.

Now, as to the destruction of battleshlps by means of
bombs dropped from the air. I was present at the last ex-
periments which were made when two of our old battleships
were  destroyed by airplanes. The gentleman from Illinois
who sits in front of me [Mr. Winrzam E. Horn] was there.
Without having conversed with him on the subject I think
I can safely say that neither he nor myself nor most of those
who were there were satisfied that there was any very great
danger to battleships that were moving under high speed from
bombs being dropped upon them from alrplanes. It took sev-
eral hours to destroy a couple of battleships that were at
anchor and were not attempting to fire on the airplanes. The
airplanes moved without any impediment; they came as close
to the battleships as they wished, and notwithstanding that
I think it was about——

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. It took all day on one of them.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I believe it took all day on one of
them before it was finally destroyed, and as a result we were
not ts-trongly impressed with the effectiveness of that experi-
men

Why not

Mz? FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield just a mo-
men

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes,

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wonder if the gentleman knows that
it is the claim of General Mitchell and others that these experi-
ments were purposely held back in order to preserve as long as -
possible the targets for these bombs, and I will venture the
suggestion that if General Mitchell is offered the chance he
will demonstrate to even the skeptical opinion of the gentle-
man from Iowa that there is not a ship, modern as it can be
made now, that ean not be sunk in 20 minutes by a bomb, and
I “{ill give you for that ship all the antiaireraft you can put
on it.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman from Ohlo is quite
right in saying that if you drop one of these large bombs at
just exactly the proper distance upon a battleship the battle-
ship undoubtedly will be destroyed; but the impression 1 got,
and others who were around -there, from these experiments
was that those who were in the alrplanes were doing the best
they could to get the bombs at the proper point on the battle-
ship and failed.

Mr. HULL of Iowa.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does the gentleman know that in mov-
ing to strike this out I do not object to a battery on the shove. I
‘only object to the fact they ave not protecting the battery
when they could do so. They could use railroad artillery or
they could do as the other nations do and conceal it. I do
object to the placing of a fixed battery on top of the land, and
that is all.

Tihe dCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

Mr, ANTHONY, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that all debate has been exhausted on the paragraph. A

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. Debate
is exhausted. The question is on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from lowa.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For contingent expenses inecident to the construction of seacoast
fortifications and their accessories, under the Engineer Department,
$20,000.

Mr. THATCHER., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I just want to say a few words in approval of
these items of appropriation for the defense of the Panama
Canal. 1 am sure it is the spirit and the purpose of the House
to vote for these items in the bill. The faet that our Govern-
ment has spent so large a sum of money in the construction of
this great enterprise, and the further fact that the time is
goon coming when the capacity of the canal must be doubled,
or else a canal at some other point must be provided—and the
logic of the situation seems to be that the doubling of the
capacity of the present canal should be carried out—these
facts, I would submit, make it the part of national wisdom
and statesmanship to provide all reasonable appropriations
for the purpose of protecting the canal. So far as the modes
of protection may be concerned, there are different schools of
thought. As a layman I am in favor of accepting the best
composite thought of the military and naval experts who deal
with this situation. If we fail to do our duty in making pro-
visions, in the making of appropriations, for the defense of the
canal when great international emergencies may arise we may
be caught unawares and this great agency designed for the pro-
tection of our Government and for the advantage of the peace
and commerce of the world may be proven vulnerable at a
moment's notice and placed in the process of destruction.

I only wish to add—and I speak somewhat from first-hand
knowledge of conditions which obtain there—that it is our
duty as Members of Congress to take no chances whatsoever
but to vote all reasonable appropriations for the proper pro-
tection of this great waterway. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn.

The COlerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF CHIEF OF ENGINEERS.

Balaries : For personal services in the District of Columbia in ac-
cordance with “ the elassifieation act of 1923, $120,503.

M;. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

For about the thirty-fifth time since January 9 I have read
in our appropriation bills the words “in accordance with the
classification act of the year 19238.” I think that possibly right

Will the gentleman yield?
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here and now it might be well for me to make a few observa-
tions and to express a fond hope. On January 9 of this year,
under the leadership of that splendid chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee [Mr. Mappex of Illinois], we began to
assemble and pass our annual appropriation bills. At that time,
for one hour, the distinguished Representative from the State
of Illinois deseribed in detail and with considerable ability
what was going to happen to the vast army of civilian employees
throughout the United States. Naturally, I was interested be-
cause of my past experiences, and I began to make some in-
quiries and to make some observations, and on the following day
attempted to make what at that time was my maiden speech in
this House. I at that time argue®, and have many times since
argued, that the classification act of 1923, while it was fair and
honest and intended to be just to the employees of the United
States, was, at that time and is now, being improperly and
illegally administered by the Personnel Classification Board. I
tried my best, without any desire to seek partisan advantage,
to secure the attention of this body, and through this body the
attention of the proper authorities to the need of having a fair
adjudication of the salaries of the employees of our Govern-
ment in accordance with the law that had been enacted by Con-
gress in the Sixty-seventh session. Finally, about the middle of
February, some of my friends on the Republican side of this
House introduced a bill to abolish the Personnel Classification
Board and to put in its place the Civil Service Commission, the
proper and the right board to adjudicate and allocate the sala-
ries. Hearings were held and I attended these hearings, and
paradoxical as it may seem, peculiar as it may appear to you,
each and every memher of the Personnel Classification Board,
when sworn before that committee, admitted that their board
ought to be abolished by Congress.

Mr., BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, STENGLE. I have only a couple of minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. I know that, but we are going to have to
thresh this matter out a little later when both sides can
be heard, so why take it up now in connection with this bill.
There are some things I agree with the gentleman about
and some other things I am going to be opposed to the gentle-
man about.

Mr. STENGLE.
whether you agree with me or not.
ment into the RECORD.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, unless there is going to
be some opportunity to answer this matter on the floor, I
do not think it ought to come up now.

Mr. STENGLE. If the gentleman wants to object,
him object.

Mr. BLANTON. I am not going to object, but the gentle-
man may bring in some matters here concerning this board
that I would like to answer him on.

Mr. STENGLE. I have no objection to the gentleman an-
swering mee all he wants to at the proper time.

Mr. OLIVER of New York, Did the gentleman from New
York ever object to the extension of time for the gentleman
from Texas?

Mr. BLANTON. I am not going to object.

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask five minutes more.

The CHAIEMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STENGLE., That Committee on Civil Service made a
unanimous report and recommendation to this body signed
by every member of that committee, Republicans and Demo-
erats, recommending the abolishment of the board and the
transfer of its functions to the Civil Service Commission. In
addition to that the chairman of that board made a written
application to our Committee on Rules asking for a special
rule in order that this House might speedily dispose of the
matter that is ereating consternation not only in the District
but throughout the entire Nation.

These are observations I wanted to make, and now I want
to express the fond hope that the Committee on Rules will at
an early hour report out a special rule to this House on the
recommendation of that committee. I believe the people of
this country desire that their employees should be dealt with
honestly, squarely, and fairly, and I know of no better evidence
of that fact than a letter I received to-day in reference to an-
other section of employment, from the justices of the appellate
division of the Supreme Court, second judicial district of the
State of New York, in which, without regard to politics, with-
out regard to partisanship, they ask, through me, of this House
that we deal fairly with the postal employees of the Union.
And s=o it is all down the line, I want to warn you gentlemen

I can not yield any more. I do not care
I want to get this state-

let

now—and I say it without reflection upon any Member of this
House—that unless there is some speedy action taken upon the
report of the Committee on the Civil Service looking toward the
abolition of the Personnel Classification Board and the trans-
fer of its functions to the Civil Service Commission the entire
field service of the United States will get not what they were
promised, but will get practically nothing.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
motion of the gentleman from New York.

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, we ought to make
some progress with this bill, and I hope gentlemen will confine
their remarks to the bill.. I think that I shall have to object
to anyone else speaking outside of the bill, although I am not
going to object to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. I only want three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from
Texas speaking three minutes?

There was no objection.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, when we passed the re-
classification bill and the present reclassification hoard was
created we thought that was going to be the end of the matter
legislatively, We were led at that time to believe that it was
not going to cost much, but now we are told that it will cost
several million dollars extra each year in increased salaries.

Who composes this reclassification board that the distin-
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Stexcre] objects to
80 strenuously? One is a member of the Budget, another is a
member of the Civil Service Commission, and another is the
Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency. The member of the Budget
is chairman of the board. Is not that a fair board? What
fairer board ecan you have, I ask our good friend, the gentle-
man from New York. And yet, forsooth, because this board has
not pleased everybody in fixing their salary under the reclassi-
flcation act, there has been a continual fight upon it for the
last two or three months. And now we are going to have
another bill in a few days again opening up this guestion and
be forced to fight the matter %ll over again, when this effort
is-made fo try to abolish the board because there are some
employees of the Government not satisfled with the increases
they are to get.

I want to. say to my friend from New York [Mr. STENGLE],
who is a valuable man here, that when the time comes I hope
there will be enough men on this floor to stand up and say
to the gentleman, and to all others who are seeking to abolish
this board, that we have done our duty, we have passed a
reclassification bill, we have created a fair board, and now
we are going to let them function and not let the disgruntled
ones get behind them and try to destroy the good work.

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I will.

Mr., STENGLE. Would the gentleman oppose the abolish-
ment of a board every member of which asked to be abolished?

Mr. BLANTON. If I worked for the Government in their
capacity as members of a board, and if I had these fellows con-
tinually hounding me in newspapers and on the floor of Con-
gress and I did not have to do that work, I might seeck some
other employment and be willing for the board to be abolished,
But you can not get a more impartial board than fto take one
man from the Dudget, one from the Civil Service Commission,
and the Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency, and I am telling the
gentleman from New York that I am one Member here
who is going to back that board 100 per cent.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Rrcorp by inserting a page from the
latest report from the Agricultural Bureau concerning crops,
which shows that the German supplies are increasing and that
the German millers are demanding a tariff to protect them-
selves against importation of food from the United States,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
ungnimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recogp. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

TANKS.

For purchase, manufacture, test, maintenance, and repair of tanks
and other self-propelled armored wvehicles, to remain available until
Juno 30, 1926, $176,000.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert in the Recorp, as an extension of my remarks, a
letter from The Adjutant General transmitting the decision of
the Department of Justice in regard to the one-year enlistment,
I think it will be very interesting.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from JYowa asks umani-
mouns consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the
manner indieated. Is there objection?

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. €hairman, reserving the right to object,
has this to do with this bill?

Mr., HULL of Iowa. Certainly; it has to do with the en-
listment of men in the Regular Army.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., HULL of Iowa, Mr, Speaker, under leave granted to
extend my remarks I insert a letter from The Adjutant General
respecting one-year enllstments. .

The letter fs as follows:

Wair DEPARTMENT,
THB, ADJUTANT GENBRAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, Maorch 26, 192},
Hon. Harry E. HULL,
House of Representatives.

My Dear Mg, Hunn: With reference to your telephonie request, I
inclose herewith a copy of the opinion of the Attorney General re-
garding the question of enlisting men for one and three year periods.

In view of the fact that the Attorney General holds that the War
Department is without authority to restrict original enlistments to
the three-year period, instructions are being lssumed to the recruiting
service directing that appllcants for original enlistment be given the
optlon of the one or thres year perlod.

Very respectfully, Rommrr C, Davis,

The Adjutant General

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTIOR,

Washington, March 20, 1925,

Sm: I have your letter of Mareh 5, 1924, requesting my opinion on
the question * whether or not, under the wording of section 27 of the
pational defense act, the War Department i authorized to restrict
original enlistments to a three-year period.”

You state that the policy of restricting original emlistments in the
Regular Army to three years, which has been effective since January,
1922, is based on an opimion by the Actlng Judge Advoeate General
approved October 26, 1921 ; that a recent opinion of the Judge Advo-
cate General reverses the former one; and that, while you acted in
good faith In restricting enlistments to a period of three years, if your
action in that regard Is ercomeous you desire to at ounce authorlze en-
listments for a period of one year.

The national defense sct of June 3, 1916 (ch. 134, 89 Stat. 166),
provides specifically for the eomposition, organizafion, enlistment, and
generpl administration of the forces composing the Army of the
United States. It is comprehensive and provides that all laws and
parts of laws, in so for ‘as they are inconsistent with the act, are
repealed.

Section 27 of tho aect of 1918 relates to the enlistment of recruits in
the Regular Army and reads, In part, as follows :

“Spe, 27. Enlistments fn the Regular Army: On and after
the 1st day of November, 1916, all enlisiments in the Regular
Army shall be for a term of seven years, the first three years to
be in the active service with the organizations of which those en-
listed form a part and, except as etherwlse provided hereln, the
last four years in the Regular Army reserve, herelnafter provided
for: Provided, That at the expiration of three years' continnous
service with such organization, either under a first or any subse-
quent enlistments, any soldier may be reenlisted for another
period of seven years, as above provided for, in which event he
shall recelve his final discharge from his prior enlistment : Provided
frurther, That after the expiration of one year's honorable service
any enlisted man serving within the continental lmits of the
United States whose company, troop, battery, or detachment
commander shall report him as proficient and sufficlently tralned
may, in the dscretion of the Becretary of War, be furloughed to
the Regular Army reserve under such regulations as the Becres
tary of War may prescribe, but no man furloughed to the reserve
shall be eligible to reenlist in the service until the expiration of
his term of seven years: Provided further, That in all enlistments
hereafter accomplished under the provisions of this act three
years shall be counted as an enlistment period in computing econ-
tinnous-service pay.” * * =

As the foregoing provisions are specific and cover the entlre subject
of enlistments, all prior inconsistent laws are, by the express terms
of the statute, repealed. 'We may, therefore, consider the provisions of
section 27 of the act of 1916 as expressing the law relating to enlist-
ments in the Regular Army on and after November 1, 1910,

The act provided that enlistments in the Regular Army must be for
a perlod of seven years, three years of which ghall be in active service
and four years in the Regular Army Reserve, with a provision that &
goldier could continue in active service by reenlistment at the emd of
his three-year period of active service. The act contained a further

provision that afier one year of sctive service a soldier ecould, in the
disevetion of the Secretary of War, be tramsferred by furlough to the
Regular Army Reserve. This aet did not permit the soldier any option
or discretion as to the peried of his enlistment,

Saction 27 of the act of 1916, supra, was amended by sectlon 27 of
the act of June 4, 1020 (e, 227, 41 Stat. 775), in so far as the period
of enlistment is concerned, as follows:

" Bee. 27, That scetion 27 of sald act be, and the same is hereby,
amended by striking cut all up to and Includlng the third proviso,
and also the proviso relating to the utilization of the service of
postmasters, and serting the following in leun thereof:

“gSro. 27. Eolistments: Hereafter original enlistments in the
Regular Army shall be for & period of one or three years at the
option of the soldier, and reenlistments shall be for a period of
three years & * &nr

Section 27 of the act of 1920 plainly permits the soldier to choose
between a one-year and a three-year period of cnlistment, This right
is to be exercised by him at the time of enlistment. There can, I think,
be no doubt as to the Intent of Congress in this respect.

In construing a statute the meaning of the legislature is flrst to be
determined by the words used. Brewer ». Blougher (14 Pet. 178, 198) ;
Aldridge ». Willlams (8 How. 9, 24); Coffin v. Ogden (18 Wall. 120,
124). As stated by the Supreme Court in Lewis, Trustee, v. United
States (02 U. 8. 618, 621): “ Where the language of a statute is trans-
parent and its meaning clear there 18 no room for the office of con-
struction. There should be no construction where there is nothing to
construe.’” And, again, in Folsom v». United States (1680 T. B. 121,
127): e = 3 where the Intention is plain it is the duty of the
court to expound the statute as it stands.'

If there existed any doubt of the Intent of Congress to permit the
soldier to choose between n one-year and a threeyear perlod at the tlme
of his original enlistment that doubt weould be immediately removed by
reference to the reports of the committee having the bill in charge.

In the Report No. 650 of the Committee on Military AfMuirs, House of
Representatives, Sixty-sixth Congress, second session, accompanying bill
H. R. 12775, which afterwards became the act of Juns 4, 1920, supea,
it 13 stated: :

“ Bec. 26. A shorter enlistment period for men not yet familar
with Army life will tend te stimulate emlistments. It is proposed
to allow new recruits to choose between a one-year and a three-
year period, reenlistments to be for three years omly."

The bill was gent to comference, and in its final report the conferees
made the following statement In regard to enllstments:

“The period of enlistment in the Regular Army was fixed at
one or three years, at the optlon of the soldier, for original enlist-
ment, while reenlistments are to be for three-year periods., En-
listments and reenlistmests for three years are encouraged by
offering an allowance equivalent to three months' pay of a private
for any soch enlistment., This is a slight extension of the privi-
lege granted by existing law.” (Rept. No. 1040, ¢6th Cong., 24 sess.)

In view of the evident intent of Congress to permit a soldier upon
his original enlistment the option of enlistment for a perlod of ane year
instead of three years, it I8 my opinion that the Becretaryeof VWhr is
neot autherized to restriet such enlistment to a pertod of three years,

Respectfully, .

H. M. DAUGHERTY,
Attorney. General,
The honorable the SECRETARY 0F Win.

The Clerk read as follows:
SEACOAST DEFENSES, INSULAR POSEEBSIONS.

For purchese, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast
eannon, including the necessary experiments in econnection therewith,
and the machinery necessary for its manuofacture, $300,000,

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Frrzogsarp: Page 54, line 5, strike out
the figures *“ $800,000,” and insert the figures *' $676,375."

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment
because of the responsibility which rests on this House. When
I visited the Panama Canal and found it was defenseless,
and it was agreed by authorities both military and paval fo
be defenseless, I wrote a letter of cemplaint about certain
features of it to the Secretary of War. He replied that the
lack of defense of the Panama Canal was due to the inadequate
appropriations of Congress. When this appropriation bill was
reported, the Secretary of War saw fit to address me a sonal
letter, and possibly rebuking me for my criticlzing the War
Department for malntaining this immensely valuable poasesslon
and item of our national defemse in a defenseless condition
when the fault was that of Congress. He showed that in thig
item this bill proposes a reduction of $176,875 from the amount
which the ar Department asked. The necessity for thig




1924. .

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5101

amount of money is shown in the hearings and I ean cite the
pages where it is testified to by experts, and so far as I know
there is no dispute about this amount of money, which I now
have asked to be substituted in the bill, being necessary for
this purpose. 1 believe it is the duty of those Members who
have a chance fo observe these matters which they believe
and find to be wrong, and which all the experts agree are
wrong, to call the attention of the House :to them. This com-
mittee's duty is discharged when it weighs the evidence and
decides between the Bugget Bureau and the amount asked, or
on its own initiation makes a reduction. It is always under
the constant pressure of economy, often realizing that the
Members of the House do not understand all of the details
of the mass of matters on which they have to pass, and feel-
ing that they must show their watchfulness and zeal by con-
tinually making cuts from the estimates prepared by those
charged with the direct responsibility for the defense of the
country. I would rather we would take a little chance on
the expenditure of an extra hundred thousand dollars or two
in the defense of the Panama Canal than follow out the course
of paring down parsimoniously the few dollars that are asked
for to make the defenses adequate, because, as has often been
said on the floor of this House, it is just as well to be second
in war as to hold the second best hand in poker.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chalrman, I think the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr., Frrzueranp] is mistaken in referring to this appro-
priation as being available for the Panama Canal. The am-
munition that would be manufactured under it all goes to
Hawaii and the Philippine Islands. None of it is to be used for
the Panama Canal. The estimates ecalled for the manufacture
of 23,750 rounds of antiaircraft ammunition, to cost $475,000,
and for the manufacture of 10,600 rounds of 155-millimeter gun
ammunition, to cost $201,000, a total of $676,000. The com-
mittee allowed $500,000 for the manufacture of this ammuni-
tion upon the theory that we already had a large supply of anti-
aireraft gun ammunition in Hawaii and the Philippine Islands,
and that there was no real necessity for the manufacture of the
full amount.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The chairman of the committee is right
as he usually is—I might say always is—I must acknowledge,
but the committee did make a reduction of $147,985 on the ap-
propriation for the manufacture of the antiaircraft gun
ammunition, or rather for the bombs for the insular possessions
on the Panama Canal on page 50, and on page 564 I find this
further cut. When the Panama Canal appropriation is cut to
the tune of $145,000 and then this request for the defense of
the island possessions Is cut by $176,000, I felt that a protest
ought to be made to the House so that the House might hear
the matter discussed.

Mr. ANTHONY. There was a slight cut in both Instances,
due to the fact that the committee has doubt about the effective-
ness of our defense by means of antiaireraft guns. We do not
believe it is wise to pile up a tremendons amount of ammunition
at those places for the use of these antiaircraft guns that may
never be used or, if used, will not be effective. We would rather
put the money into the construction of airplanes, which is the
proper defense against similar eraft.

Mr, FITZGERALD. But the committee does not do that.

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, we did give the department all that it
asked for for the construction of airplanes.

lﬁi(({‘j WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yie

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. .

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. May I say that the defenses of the
island of Oahu are just as important in the defense of the
Panama Canal as the defenses of the Panama Canal itself, and
I for one shonld hesitate to in any way cut down or lend my
vote to in any way reduce any measure that the War Depart-
ment deems necessary for the defense of that vital outpost of
our possessions,

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman does not believe that we
have a reasonably sufficient supply of ammunition in Qahu at
the present time? Our information is that we have an abun-
dant supply of it.

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. I think I would prefer to take the
judgment of the War Department and the General Staff on that
subject than the judgment of the commitiee.

Mr., ANTHONY. We prefer to exercize some judgment of our
own, because the War Department is not always perfect in its
estimates.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.>
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offéered by the
gentleman from Ohio,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.
The Clerk read as follows:

SEACOAST DEFENSES, PANAMA CANAL.

For purchase, manufacture, and test of seacoast cannon for coast
defense, including their carriages, sights, implements, equlpments, and
the machinery necessary for their manufacture, $150,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
At the end of line 14, in place of the figures * $150,000,” which
should be stricken out, insert the figures * $300,000,” because
that amount is the reduction suggested by the committee over
the request made by the War Department and the experts. I
want this House and this committee to realize its responsibility
if these amounts are cut down, which sumsg I believe to be
necessary for the national defense. I offer this amendment,
hoping that this or some of these amendments may be carried
and that this committee here will be encouraged to be a little
bit wiser possibly toward the necessities of defending the great
material resources of this great Nation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 54, line 14, strike out “ $150,000" and insert in liea thereof
*$800,000.”

Mr. ANTHONY, Mr, Chairman, under this item the War
Department asks an appropriation of $300,000 to begin the man-
ufacture of thirty 3-inch antiaireraft guns which would cost,
when completed, §000,000. The committee went very carefully
into the matter of the antiaircraft defense of the Panama
Canal, and we found under previous appropriations 35 of these
guns had been already installed and mounted and are in posi-
tion now. We felt 15 additional guns would provide for other
reasonable antiaircraft defense of the vulnerable points on the
Panama Canal, and that it was not wise to go into this large
expenditure of $900,000 for that purpose. We do, however,
embark on a program which will ultimately cost $450,000 when
the guns we commence under authorization here are completed,
and we believe that $450,000 is as much as we ought to expend
for this purpose at this time.

Mr, CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. FiTzeErArp], that we can not be parsimonious
in defending the Panama Canal. I think if the War Depart-
ment wants $300,000 for the defense of the Panama Canal
the least we can do is to give them that amount. I believe
when we undertake to economize at the expense of the defense
of our country we are putting ourselves in a dangerous
position. 3

Mr. ANTHONY. To show the gentleman the necessity of
serutinizing the estimates that come from the War Department
very carefully I want to call attention to the fact that the
original plan for the installation of the 16-inch guns by
the War Department was that they wanted to place them
on Taboga Island. If we had gone ahead on that program,
it would have entailed a possible expenditure of $10,000,000
to $12,000,000 more for auxiliary fortifications and posts to pro-
tect the guns, and in time the War Department saw that situa-
tion and reversed its recommendation and placed the guns on
the mainland, with which decision we concur heartily. So the
War Department is not always right.

Mr. CONNERY. I agree with the gentleman that the War
Department makes mistakes sometimes,
~ Mr., LAGUARDIA, Does the gentleman admit that?

Mr. CONNERY. But when they want $150,000 for anti-
aircraft defense for the Panama Canal I think if we do not
glve it we——

Mr. ANTHONY. They have already 35 now in position.

Mr. CONNERY. That is not much of a defense.

Mr. ANTHONY., We are making an appropriation and by
the time these guns are completed they may have some new
development and——

Mr. CONNERY. In the Argonne when these Germans came
flylng over we had more than 85 antiaircraft guns, and it did
not stop them.

Mr. ANTHONY. I agree with the gentleman they are in-
effective against airplanes, Do not the records show there is
one-half of 1 per cent hits from antiaircraft?

Mr. FITZGERALD., The records show an expenditure of
15,000 shells from antiaiveraft to get one hit,

Mr. ANTHONY. One effective hit.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, While it is true the percentage of bring-
ing down a plane is very small, it Is very disconcerting to the
fellow who is bombing when they keep it up.

Mr. CONNERY. And he went considerably higher in the
air.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. If the gentleman will permit, I
saw antiaircraft guns in action, and I do not believe there is any-
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body who saw that who would not be in favor of a large ex-
penditure of antiaircraft guns.

Mr. CONNERY. I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I saw three planes brought down
by antiaireraft gons in six weeks.

Mr. ANTHONY, The gentleman from Ohio quoted General
Mitchell as his authority. General Mitchell told our committee
last year he would not take inte consideration at all any de-
fense against aireraft from the ground or a ship.

AMr, FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Maryland if these are not the facts, that we never had encugh
antiaireraft guns and we did just what thiz committee is seek-
ing te do; that is, to render the appropriation for antiaircraft
guns more or less worthless, because we must defend in numbers
by antiaircraft guns or we might just as well have none at all,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman that
I ngree with him as to the need of an ample supply of anti-
aireraft guns.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The best antlaircraft protection you can
have is airplanes,

Mr. CONNERY, Mr. Chalrman, I am in fayvor of this amend-
ment.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohlo [Mr. FITZGERALD].

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division.

The CHAIRMAN, A division is demanded.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 26,

So the amendment Waﬁ) rejected.

The CHATRMAN, The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For porchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast and
land defense cannon, imcluding the necessary experiments in conmnection
therewith, and the machinery necessary for its manufacture, $200,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, to
strike out the figures * $200,000" at the end of line 18 and sub-
gtitute therefor the figures * $308,625,” in order to restore the
figures requested by the War Depattment.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Ohio.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 54, line 18, strike out the figures " $200,000" and substitute
therefor the figures ““ $398,625.”

Mr, FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up
further time of the committee. This is along the line of the re-
ply of the Secretary of War to my criticism of lack of protection
of the Panama Canal. I belleve this to be necessary, and I offer
the amendment for that purpose. 4

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For procurement of forage, bedding, ete., for anlmals used by the
National Guard, §1,607,642.

-

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland moves to
strike out the last word

Mr., HILL of Maryland. I do so for the purpose of asking
the chalrman of the subcommittee a question. There was some
question last year ag to the allowance for horses for the Army
and the National Guard. It is my understanding that there is
1o reduection in this bill but rather an Increase in the allowance
for these animals this year.

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes. I think this bill carries money to buy
600 mules for the Army and 5,000 horses.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I want to congratulate the com-
mittee on their liberality and to withdraw the pro forma amend-
ment,

The CHATRMAN. The pro forma amendment s withdrawn.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For compensation of help for care of material, anlmals, and equip-
ment, $2,250,000.

Mr, SPEAKS., Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair-
man of the committee a guestion. I notice a cut of $255,298 in
the item, * Equipment, animals, and materiél” WIll this reduc-

tion in appropriations mecessitate the discharge of any of the
caretakers now in the service of any of the States?

Mr., ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman that it is an
increase over the current appropriation for the current year of
$150,000. The National Guard has only grown 3,000 last year.
It will undoubtedly require more caretakers than at present.

Mr, BPEAKS. Does the gentleman state that this item will
be sufficient to pay the salarites and allowances for all the em-
ployees required to properly care for the 10,000 animals and the
great quantity of material and stores pow in possession of the
caretakers of the National Guard throughout the entire country
and for which the officers of the guard are responsible?

Me, ANTHONY., Of course, I do not know whether that is
suflicient or not. The number assigned to care for the property
of a company is left with the authorities. You can not give any
organization all the labor they want.

Mr. SPHAKS. Well, there usually is some standard estab-
lished in matters of this nature. It is not dependent upon the
mere whim of some unauthorized person, but is fixed by regula-
tions. The Budget carrvies $2,500,000 to meet this contingeacy,
while the gentleman’s committee fixes it at $2,250,000, a very
material reduction, Information coming to me from official
National Guard sources is to the effect that this aetion will not
be in the best interests of the guard and may become embarrass-
ing to the organization. The figure contained in the bill is far
less than the official estimate. I feel that it will be Insufficient
for actual mevessities.

Mr. ANTHONY. The estimates are based on a larger amount
than at present.

Mr. SPEAKS. This is the period of the year when the guard
may be expected to increase in sirength very rapidly, As the
season for the annual encampments and other field activities
approaches interest in the organization is always apparent and
reflected in a largely increased enlisted personnel. The guard
has more than doubled in size during the past four years, and
there i8 every reason for anticipating a continual enlargement
of the citizen army. While appropriations are far more liberal
than formerly, every care should be exercised to avoid the dis-
couragements caused by insufficlent allowances. Now, Mr.
Chairman, I have no desire to occupy more time than may be
necessary to emphasize the situation, and I therefore move to
strike out the figures * $2,250,000," appearing in line 14, and sub-
stitute therefor the amount fixed by the Budget, viz, * $2,505,298."

The CHAIRMAN. The Olerk will report the paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

For compensation, for belp, for ¢are of materials, anlimals, and
equipment, $2,250,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohlo offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Semaxs: Page 68, line 24, strlke out
“.$2,250,000 " and fnsert “ $2,505,208."

Mr, McKENZIE., Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinols moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. McEKENZIE. I do so for the purpose of asking tha
chairman of the subcommittee a guestion. I desire to ask
the gentleman from Kansas if, when the committee was con-
gidering this item, they were advised of the fact that there
was pending before the Committee on Milltary Affairs an
amendment to the natlonal defense law, Increasing or glving
permission at least to inerease the mumber of civilian em-
ployees for this particular work?

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think the committee had any
konowledge of that leglslation pending.

Mr. McKENZIE. I will state to the gentleman from Kansas
that the hearings before the Commitiee on Military Affairs
disclosed the fhct that in certain cities where these particular
organizations are located they found they were short of help
and that perhaps the authority should be widened in order to
give them a lftle more anthority to employ civillan caretak-
ers to take care of the animals.

Mr. ANTHONY. If the gentleman will permit, I think the
present law permits the assignment of five clvilian caretakers
to each National Guard organization. That is the maximum,
but there has always been considerably less than that number
assigned on the average all over the country. It has been
found that it is possible, In many cases, to get along with less
than the maximum, so that it is optional with the Militia
Bureau as to the number of caretakers it assigns to each or-
ganization. This appropriation as made up is an Increase of
$150,000 over the current year, in spite of the fact that the
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growth of the National Guard this year has been practically
negligible and will not be anywhere near as large as the
department figures would make it appear.

Mr. McKENZIE. Did the testimony before your subcemmit-
tee on this particular item convince you that the former appro-
priation was not large enough te take care of the present
number of civillan employees, and therefore there should be an
increase?

Mpr. ANTHONY. I think it was large enough with an eco-
nomical expendifure of the money. As T stated a moment ago,
every organization- wants all the eivilian help it can get
There is no soldier, whether in the Regular Army or in the
National Guard, who likes to work, and if he can get his
duties performed by eivilian help and have that help paid for
out of the Treasury of the United States he will gladly wear
the uniform and appear on drill nights, but it becomes a little
irksome when he has to do a Httle work.

Mr. McKENZIE. May 1 ask the gentleman this question:
Suppose he lived in the eity of Philadelphia and a clerk in one
of the banks, as a patrictic citizen, is willing to join——

The CHATRMAN (Mr. Sxyper), The time of the gentleman
from Illinois has expired.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Illinois have five minutes more.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
monus consent that the gentleman from Illinois may proceed for
five additional minutes, Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

Mr. McKENZIE. As I was saying, this bank clerk is pa-
triotic enough to join the Pennsylvania National Guard, and
becomes a member of Troop A, we will say, of the Cavalry, or
of one of the Artillery units. Now, does the gentleman feel
that it is guite in keeping with the service that is being ren-
dered by the young men who go into these various units from a
patriotic motive that they should be required to put om their
old overalls or an old shirt and go down and curry the horses
before breakfast, and then take care of them and bed them
after supper, the same as though they were working on the farm
for so much a month?

Mr. ANTHONY. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that a
little of that would be fine exercise. [Luaughter.] And a little
bit would not hurt them.

Mr. SPEAKS. Suppose an organization has 100 animals that
must be cared for and such organization now has five men em-
ployed for that particular purpose; does the gentleman mean to
say that if this allowance would necessifate the discharge of
four of those men and the entire duty were thrown upon one
man that it would be all right?

Mr. ANTHONY. No organization has as many as 100 anl-
mals. In many cases—although the maximum authorized by
law is five—it has been found that three men are ample to do
the work.

The CHAIRMAN, The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Speaxs].

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wonld like to have
recognition. The amendment striking out the last word has
not been withdrawn and I would like to speak in opposition to
the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized.

Mr. FITZGERALD: I want to say that this is really a
matter of considerable concern. The preservation of the prop-
erty of the National Government and the States intrusted to
these National Guard units is a matter of Importance. I
know that the eaptains of these National Guard companies are
charged with all this property; I know they have not sufficient
belp to properly look after it; I know that a great deal of it
disappenars and that the popular idea of the boys and their
associates is that they can carry it off. I know that many of
these captains have to make good these losses. I know of
instanees where thousands of dollars worth of the property has
disappeared. I know that one of the good captains we had at
Camp Sherman, at the opening of the war, lost his company
and was sent to the brigade because as a National Guard officer
he had been compelled to make good $2,000 for property that
had been lost without fault on his part at all, but under the
rezulations of the War Department lie was absolutely responsi-
ble for it. It had been stolen or otherwise disappeared and he
had to make it good.
for the captainsg in charge of these companies to git around and
wateh thousands and thousands of dollars’ worth of property
and at the same time to attend to their duties in the training of
thele commands. This particular captain tried to keep up with
his responsibility and was unable to properly perform his miii-
tary duties, so that he was relieved of his command,

Over at Camp Sherman it was impossible

I say to this House that is a very poor proposition in economy
to cut down the necessary personnel to take care of the property
of the Government,

Mr, TINCHER. Mr: Chairman——

The CHATRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
from Kansas rise?

Mr. TINCHER. T rise In opposition to the amendment.

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized,

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I claim to be a friend of the
National Guard and weuld not want to do anything in the
world to injure that organization, but if we are going to ap-
propriate an additional guarter of a million dollars just because
some man says he Is afraid this will not be enough money, I
think we are getting a little reckless with the funds. I under-
stand the committee has worked this out on a basls which wiil
be adequate for the guard, and I think we should be careful
about appropriating money for eivilian employees around the
armories. There has been, according to my understanding of
the matter, some complaint in the past of the number of
clvilian employees who are required to take eare of a soldier.
[Laughter.] T would not want to Impose upon these eivilian

.employees at all; but four of them or five of them ought to be

able, with the proper equipment, to properly feed 100 horses.
I expeet there are a good many men to-day in the United States
who are feeding more horses than that, and I am told there is
no place where they require five of them to feed and care for
more than 100 horses.

Mr. ANTHONY. Not more than 34.

Mr. McKENZIH. Will the gentleman yield? The gentleman,
however, will admit that there is a very wide distinetion on this
proposition between eivilian employees in the Regular Army
and civilian employees in the National Guard. In the Regular
Army, I would be willing to go right along with the gentleman.

Mr., TINCHER. If some witness testified before this comi-
mittee or made any showiug at all that we ought to appro-
priate this quarter of a million dollars, T would be a good
enough friend of the National Guard to advocate doing that,
but If we are just going to get up on the floor of the House
and say, “ I think that the boys might want this and we had
better appropriate it," then I do not think it is proper. It is
not for them, it is for civilian employees, and T think it would
be a reckless way to handle the money of the Government,

Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentleman yield just a moment?
Would the statement of the officer in command of the Militia
Bureau of the War Department that this is absolutely neces-
pary s=atisfy the gentleman?

Mr. TINCHER. Well, as I understand, the oflicer you are
talking about——

Mr. SPEAKS. The Chief of the Bureau of Militia in the
War Department.

Mr. TINCHER. They have had this question up with the
subcommittee and they have arrived at an understanding that
they could get along with this amount of money. It is well
known that no civilian employees will ever be satisfied with the
amount of a Federal appropriation, I do not doubt but what
the gentleman can read some statement like that, but my
understanding Is that they have come to a practical agree-
ment on this amount of money and think it will be sufficient.
Does the gentleman think there ought to be more than five
men to care for 40 or 50 horses?

Mr. SPEAKS., That question Is not even involved and
neither have the civilian employees had a word to say about
this matter. This is the report of the officer appointed by
the President, who has his office in the War Department, to
determine these very questions, and this officer says the amount
is insufficlent. Of course, there might be better authorities
but I scarcely know where you would find them, The Budget
officer also has recommended it.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Srraxs].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows: -

For expenses, eamps of instroction, $10,200,000.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mp Chairman, If T may have
the attention of the gentleman from sag [Mr. AnTHONY].
In general debate the other day, In discussing the appropriation
for the National Guard and the Organized Reserves, the gen-
tleman made what I think was a suggestion worthy of con-
sideration. It was that In connection with the tralning of
the National Guard men and the officers in the Organized
Reserve. He suggested that the officers in the Organized Re-

serve might very well be trained with National Guard and
Regular Army troops so that they would not only get the
theoretical training which they now receive but the practical
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experience of actually commanding troops in combat exercises
and munenvers. It seemed to me the suggestion was worthy
of real consideration, especially as to training camps where
regular troops are available, I am wondering whether the
suggestion hus been considered by Army officers.

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 will say to the gentleman that I have
heard the matter discussed by officers of the Regular Army
and the only objection to training Yreserve officers with the
National Guard during the period of the National Guard
training appenrs to come from officers of the guard itself,
some of whom Jdid not like the idea of taking on the training
of reserves at that time; but the Army officers with whom I
have talked say it is entirely a practical iden and that the
reserve officer gets a far greater value from tralning with
troops of his branch of the service than In any other way,
but our Regular Army is so widely scattered and is so small
that we have nol enough troops of the regular branches to
take on the training of a large number of reserve officers,
but we have a large National Guard. There will be hetween
160,000 and 180,000 of them in camp this summer, and they
state that it would be perfectly feasible to attach several

thousand officers of the reserves to the guard for training

Urposes.

v Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Of course, the suggestion of
the gentleman was simply a suggestion, but it seems to me
that it at least has the semblance of real value to it, and
while it might not be possible this year to _.put it into full
force and effect, it seems fo me it could be put into experi-
mental effect at some place where thie wlole problem could be
worked out to see whether it would be satisfactory both to
the guard and to the Organized Reserves, I certainly think it
ought to be applied to our regular troops so that these officers
could be trained with regular troops.

- Mr, FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. FITZGERALD. In regard to this very matter, I would
like to ask the Member from Minnesota if he has in mind the
conditions which now surround these camps where the ve-
serves and the National Guard have to go? I am referring
particularly to the head of our corps area, Ohio, Kentucky,
West Virginia, and Indiana, and Camp Knox in Kentucky. There
are not enough soldiers there to even skeletonize the Infantry
companies or any of the other companies there, and I under-
stand the condition of the Regular Army is such in regard to
the duties which they must perform that it can not now
assemble a whole company scarcely anywhere in the United
States, and we find there that they have not enough oilicers
or enough equipment, unless they assemble them from dif-
ferent points like Leavenworth and other places, to give the
instructions necessary for those taking training there as
reserve officers, National Guard officers, or members of the
citizens' military training eamp, or the school for the National
Guard itself. I have attended there two years, once as a
teacher in a citizens’ military training eamp and last year as
an officer of the reserve, 20 I know something about conditions,
and I was going to ask the Member if he knew of these condi-
tions and had matched up what had been suggested here with
the conditions which to-day surround these camps, to know
whether we could feasibly do this.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I do not know the conditions
that prevail throughout the country. 1 do know the conditions
in my particular corps area, At Fort Snelling, for example,
there 1§ both Infantry and Artillery. Furthermore thie Third
Infantry there under Colonel Bjornstad developed into the
finest Infantry outfit that the Regular Army has ever had.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne-
sota has expired.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I ask for one minute more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesgota. It occurred to me that it
might be very well to adopt this suggestion in part and see
just how it will work.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am thoroughly in favor of it if it
can be done, but I simply want to call the attention of the
committee to the conditions.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota. There are some diflicnlties
that may accompany it, and that was why I suggested that we
test it for this year because it might be only an experiment,
but really test out the worth of what I deem to be an excellent
idea.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think It would be most useful to
bring in contact the different elements of the national defense—
g]: Regular Army, the National Guard, and the Organized

serve,

Mr. NEWTON of - Minnesota.
suggestion.

Mr, Chairman, while I am on my feet let me also refer
to the Organized Reserves. We have now approximately
85,000 reserve officers. So far as possible these men who are
willing to devote their time to this excellent serviee shonld
be permitted to train every summer if they so desire. Cer-
tainly funds should be provided so that every officer can
attend at least once every third year. The amount appro-
priated this year still falls short of that. It will figure out
abaut every fifth or sixth year. I should like fo see the
amount increased so as to carry out the vecommendations of
the reserve officers and the Army, so as to enable training for
every oflicer at least once during every three-year period. Fur-
thermore, it is highly essentlal that adequate provision be made
for divislonal headquarters for the reserve divisions,

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

For pay of Natlonal Guard (armory drills), £10,200,000.

Mr. SPEAKS. Mr. Chalrman, I move to strike out the last
word. 1 would like to ask the gentleman whether he considers
the money appropriated for armory drills sufficient.

Mr. ANTHONY. The amount recommended by the depart-
ment and by the Budget was $10,600,000. The amount appro-
priated is $10,200,000. The amount was hased on the National
Guard strength of 190,000, but, as I sald a while ago, the
strength of the guard to-day is only 163,000, The committea
does not believe that the guard will attain a strength of 27,000
additional between now and June. But grant that it will bave
190,000 men, based on the last recorded cost for this training,
which 1s §54.05 per man which it cost in the year 1902, it will
bring the total cost of this item to $10,269,000. The Militia
Bureau says it will cost $56 a man, but they did not show any
figures to sustain it, and o we took the last recorded figures.

Let me say this to the gentleman: It Is only within the last
Year that the committee has been able to get any figures at all of
what has been the cost or the pay of the guard. They have not
had them tabulated in the War Department so that they can
give the definite pay cost for any one year until this year, and
\\']e find now that we have been overappropriating for it right
along.

Mr. SPEAKS. Unexpended appropriations revert to ths
Treasury ; there is no money wasted,

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes; but the gentleman knows from experi-
ence that the guard never reports 100 per cent for drills, and so
the maximum amount is never claimed. We think the amount
is entirely sufficient. There is no purpose on the part of the
committee to keep one dollar from the guard.

Mr. SPEAKS. It is true that 90 per eent of the guard in
attendance at drills, encampments, and other activities is a very
creditable showing.

Mr. ANTHONY. If the strength of the guard was 200,000,
you deduct 10 per cent and you have 180,000.

Mr. SPEAKS. My object in bringing up the question was to
impress Members with the fact that we are maintaining a
very eflicient and cheap military force in the National Guard.
When you consider that at the present time we have approxi-
mately 165,000 men in the National Guard, maintained at a
cost of about $29,000,000, ready and available for any service,
there should be no doubts concerning the practicability and
effectiveness of this form of military preparedness. While dis-
claiming any intention of making invidions comparisons or in
any manner reflecting on the Regular Establishment, it does
seem proper, for the purpose of illustration, to eall attention
to the many times larger appropriations required for a Regnlar
Army much smaller in strength than is the guard. As a
further proof of the efficacy of the system under which our
volunteer citizen army is created and maintained it is only
necessary to recall that in the World War all the National
Guard organizations were in France, and that almost half
the American divisions reaching the firing line were National
Guard units.

Tihe dGHAlRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

Mr. SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask to proceed for five
minutes,

The CHAIRMAN.
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. SPEAKS. I yield to my friend from North Carolina.

Mr, BULWINKLE., I want to say to the gentleman that all
of the National Guard divisions were In France—14 of them
reaching the front lines.

I think that is a vnluable

Is there objection to the gentleman from
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Mr. SPEAKS. Yes. Now, in view of the fact that any
appropriations remaining unexpended revert to the Treasury,
I can see no objection at all to increasing this allowance. It
would encourage officers and men to know that their efiiciency
and worth are being recognized and that there is no tendency
on the part of Congress to cut mecessary appropriations. I
dislike to see a cut made on such an important item as this.
I know from official military sources that they consider this
amount insufficient. However, I desire to express the belief
that the very earnest and efficient chairman of the subcom-
mittee in charge of the bill has given the subject careful and
conscientious consideration.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman

ield?
3 Mr. SPEAKS. I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Is the gentleman aware that there
were more men killed and wounded in the ranks of the National
Guard than any other one element of the Army during the
World War?

Mr, DYER. There were more of them.

Mr. SPEAKS. There were 11 National Guard divisions, 11
National Army divisions, and 7 Regular divisions.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word in order to ask the chairman of the committee
whether he does not think if the rule were made more flexible
in regard to the technical organizations in the National Guard
the National Guard would grow a little faster?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the gentleman's conclusion is cor-
rect. I think one reason for the failure of the guard to grow
is that the War Department’s regulations are too arbitrary—
too drastie. There are many States that would expand their
guard if they could expand it along the lines they desire; but
if they are required, for instance, to maintain a wagon train,
or a sanitary train, or a medical regiment in which men dis-
like to serve in time of peace, the State can not organize a
unit of that kind, and the growth of the guard stops.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Who promulgates these rules? Is it
the Militia Bureaun or is it the General Staff of the Regular
Army?

Mr ANTHONY. I think the General Staff of the Regular
Army.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I thought we had it fixed so that the
National Guard was to be ontrolled by the Militia Bureau,
and that we put at the head of the Militia Bureau a National
Guoardman, so that this very thing could be controlled by
the National Guard itself. I am wondering if the present
general who commands the Militia Bureau has become some-
what inoculated 'with the wvirus of the General Staff of the
Regular Army.

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit
an interruption right there?

Mr. HULL of Towa. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. I think there is a good deal of force in
what both the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from
Kansas have said. However, it would not be perhaps wise
to permit some man in the Militin Bureau fo decide that in
the National Guard the units should be all of one particular
character. For instance, you might have some pigeon enthusiast
who would want them all put into pigeon brigades, and another
who would want them all in the Infantry, and another, all in
the Cavalry.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. You might say that they all ought
to be on mobile artillery and not on fixed defenses.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am earnest In what I say in regard
to National Guard. I think it is the cheapest protection that
we get for the money that we expend. I believe we ought to
think very seriously in regard to the future expansion of the
National Guard. We are now maintaining a force of something
like 160,000 or 165,000 men in the National Guard for very much
less than $30,000,000, which is very much less again than it
costs us for 125,000 men in the Regular Army, and they are
properly distributed to preserve order throughout the country.
I might say that this Is a very good illustration of the fact
that you can not rely on expert advice in the Army.
yiniidr:;' HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

€

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am reminded that for several years
in our committee, and the gentleman from KXansas [Mr.
AxrHoNY] at that time was a member of that committee,
we had to fight to preserve in any form even a relic of the
National Guard, and there was pot a Regular Army man or
expert who pretended to know anything about the Army who
did not tell us that we could not make an effective military
organization out of the National Guard.

Mr., BULWINKLE., They changed their opinion.

M-, HULL of Iowa. Oh, yes; they said “We did it” I
yield to the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Oh, the gentleman has answered
the question that I had in mind.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa
has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

ARMB, UNIFORMS, IQWPMI'NI:, ETC., FOR FIELD BERVICH, NATIONAL GUARD.

To procure by purchase or manufacture and issue from time to time
to the National Guard, upon requisition of the governors of the sev-
eral States and Territorles or the commanding genernl National Guard
of the District of Columbia, guch military eguipment and stores of
all kinds and a reserve supply thereof as are necessary to arm, uni-
form, and equip for fleld service the National Guard of the several
States, Territories, and the Distriet of Columbia, and to repalr such
of the aforementioned articles of equipage and military stores as are
or may become dammged when, under regulations prescribed by the
Becretary of War, such repair may be determined to be an economieal
measure and as necessary for their proper preservation and use,
$2,700,000: Provided, That the Becretary of War is hereby directed
to issue from surplus or reserve gtores and materfal on hand and pur-
chased for the United Btates Army suoch articles of clothing and
equipment and Feld Artillery, Engineer, and Signal matériel and am-
munition as nmy be needed by the National Guard organized under
the provisions of the act entitled “An act for making further and
more effectual provision for the national defense, and for other pur-
poses,” approved June 3, 1916, as amended by the act approved June
4, 19020, This Issue shall be made, without charge against militia
appropriations except for actual expenses incident to such issue,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
moug consent to extend in the REcorp my remarks already
made this afternoon.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request. *

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection.

There was no objection.

Mr. SPEAKS. -Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the
Committee on Appropriations to a reduction of $400,000 in tha
item “Arms, uniforms, equipment, ete, for field service, Na-
tional Guard.” As I understand, the vast stores and stocks of
military supplies, embracing equipment, matériel, and military
stores of every, character, remaining after the war are becom-
ing exhausted in many particulars, and it will now be neces-
sary to charge to the National Guard appropriations for sup-
plies formerly taken from that source. I assume the gentle-
man has had that in mind and under censideration in fixing
this item. It should be remembered that this sitnation ap-
plies to uniforms, shoes, ammunition, and articles most essen-
tial to the soldiers’ complete equipment.

Mr. ANTHONY, That is true. This ig one Item that the
Militia Bureau was unable to satisfactorily substantiate. Last
year they did not make any argument to the committee what-
ever for the appropriation they asked for, and thig year they
gave very little more. TFor Instance, to cite one particular
item, they stated they wanted to use $360,000 in this appro-
priation for tentage. We know that the Regular Army has a
large supply of tentage on hand, and we thought It was un-
wise to buy tentage for the National Guard when they could
borrow it or get it from the Regular Army. It was along those
lines that we reduced the appropriation.

Mr. SPEAKS. I do not care to take the time of the com-
mittee, but my desire is to keep before the membership the
necesgity for making the most liberal appropriations for the
Natlonal Guard consistent with good business judgment. It
has required almost a half century of effort and sacrifice on
the part of the patrlotic citizens responsible for its continu-
ance and Improvement, and nothing should occur to dampen
the ardor of its membership. It must and will be the great
reliance upon which our Government will rest in time of stress
and emergency in State or Nation.

The CHATRMAN,. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

ORGANIZED RESERVES.

Officers’ Reserve Corps: For pay and allowances of members of the
Officers’ Reserve Corps on active duty for not exceeding 15 days'
training, $1,638,600; for pay and allowances of members of the
OfMcers’ Reserve Corps on actlve duty for more than 15 days in ae-
cordance with law, $400,466; for mileage, reimbursement of actual
traveling expenses, or per dlem allowances in lieu thereof as authorized
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by law, $335.594 : Provided, That the mileage allowance to members of
the Officers’ Reserve Corps when ealled into active service for training
for 16 days or less shall not exceed 4 cents per mile; in all,$2,874,600.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. Mr. Chairman, this paragreaph deals with the
training of the Organized Reserve Corps for a period of 15
days in the summer, This item was the occasion of consider-
able contest during the last session of Congress.

There has been very enreful consideration given by the sub-
committee to this item and I think there should be considera-
tion by this committee as to certain mafters in reference to it.
The special item for your consideration is the appropriation
for compensation and allowances for training of the officers of
the Organized Reserve Corps for the 15-day period. Last
year the appropriation was $1,150,000, The Budget estimate
this year was $2,030,066, which amount was recommended by
the subcommittee and is carried in this bill, being an increase
of $880,066 this year.

I invite the attention of the committee to page 754 of the
hearings. Colonel Dickinson is a reserve officer, serving on
the General Staff as a member of the operations and training
gection, He is in charge of the Organized Reserves, He
represented the War Department as a reserve officer and in
that capacity made a very full statement before the subcom-
mittee. I think the gist of the statements on this question,
which the committee should have in mind, ave very well
summed up in that portion of page 784 from the middle of the
page to the top of the next page. I will read that portion for
the information of the committee. In response {0 a question
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jounsox] Colonel Dick-
inson said:

The War Department's original program provided for 14,151 officers
and 1,500 enlisted men.

Mr. Jouxson. So, then, everything looking toward preparation for
the natlonal defense was sacrificed at the probable expense of a
few dollars? x

Colonel DicgiNsoN, Bacrificed to the needs of economy, sir

Mr. AxTHONY. And with sowe thought of the taxpayer?

Colonel DicEiINsoN. Yes,

Mr, Joaxson. 1 did not know he was ever considered,

Mr. Barsounr, You are mot going to be able to train one-third of
the officers each year for three years unless the appropriation Is
increased?

Colonel Incxixson. No, sir,

Mr. Barpour. Is that contemplaled by the War Department?

Colonel DickixsoN. The War Department would like to train a
third ; but, of course, under the present system of the operation of
the Budget, the War Department is limited to the total prescribed
under which they must bring all of the varlous activities and, there-
fore, it is divided up and distributed in this way.

Mr. Bagpous, You will train about a fifth of the attached officers;
as | understand it?

Colonel DickiNsoN. Under the present estimate,
80,000,

Mr. Bagpour. Bome cf those are not attached, or it is not intended
to train all of the 80,0007

Colonel DickiNsoN. There 18 a question, of course, of priority in
training ; I mean, officers who belong to the combat arms, who have
no facilities in thelr civil occupations to learn anything about thelr
duties In time of war, Officers who are actually going to command
men in battle should be trained as much as possible, because they
have nothing in connection with their civil occupations to give them
tactical training., They must be put on actlve duly frequently in
order to supplement their theoretical work on an inactive status by
practical fraining in the field. Other officers of the technical and
administrative branches get a certaln amount of training In their
war-time duties in connection with thelr clvil pursuits.

Now, out of a total of about 80,000 reserve officers 63,000 of
those officers are assigned to various tactical units—regiments,
divislons, and various separate nondivisional groups—making
up the necessary organization of six fleld armies which would
furnish 2,000,000 men in case of an emergency. I think one
reason why there is such a smoothness in the consideration of
this bill is the very obvious spirit on the part of the Subcom-
mittee on Appropriations to give every possible consideration to
the question of an adeguate expansion of the reserves. Quite
a number of Members of the House appeared before the sub-
committee to make suggestions on behalf of a theory underlying
the reserves which should prevail, that is the theory that of the
63,000 reserve officers attached to tactieal units, such as regi-
ments of Infantry or Cavalry or Field Artillery, of these 63,000
so attached, who will be necessary officers in time of emergency,

12,615 out of

there should be accorded each year training to at least one-
third of them. That would make an annual training of about
21,000 officers, Now, it appeared from the testimony of General
Delafield, president of the Reserve Officers’ Association, and
also from the hearings of thie subcommittee which appear very
fully in this examination of Colonel Dickinson by the chairman
of the subcommittee [Mr, AxtHONY] and other members of the
subcommittee, that last year there were 20,000 reserve officers
who desired training. Tast year the appropriation was an ap-
propriation which provided for the training of about 6,000
officers, a few more than 6,000 officers, in the 15-day summer
period. This year, due to the increase recommended by the
committee, there is provision made for the training of about
12,000. That is a very substantial and proper increase, and I
think that the House should recollect that the Reserve Corps
and the National Guard are very wise provisions establishing
a plan of defense that has come out of our experience in the
recent war. 'The reserve organizations provide throughout the
Nation skeleton organizations, Now, I am glad to see in the
bill this year the commitiee has appropriated an Increase in
the enlisted personnel in the Reserve Corps and enlisted corps.

The CHAIRDMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

My, HILL of Mavylind. May I ask for two additional
minutes?

The CHAIRMAN,
Chair hears none,

Mr, WATKINS. In an extension of the gentleman’s remarks
will he put in the table on page 749 showing the number of
officers frained at the various camps in 1923 in order that the
people getting the IRRecorp may have that data?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chaivman, I ask unanimous
congent to revise and extend my remarks, and by including cer-
tain brief extracts from the hearings, Includ’ng the one which
the gentleman suggests.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man-
ner indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none,

Mr. HILL of Maryiand. The extract is as follows:

Organized Resevve encampments, summer of 1924,

1s there objection? [After n pause.] The

Number of
First Corps Area camps : officers tranined.
ayans .t - o4
Mitehel Field-_ e 61
Fort Wright 65
Fort Constitntlon ____ 6
__________ = 2901
Vol ol o U > 14
Carlisle Barracks__2 e bt
Miadison Barracks 67
Langley INield EURE ]
Mitchel Piold - 82
Camp Hamilton = 20
gy B DU e R S e Sais 20
Porto RIS oo e =gy - 24
Third Corps Area eamps:
Camp Meade__ = 1 605
Fart Monroe. b4
2 558 T gk y U e S NS R L TR Y TR SR SEg TR ) = LY a2
Fourth Corps Area camps :
Camp_ MeClellan - 450
Fort Bl‘uﬁg' e e e e ot 186
Maxwell ['leld 20 Sy
Fort Barrancas == o1
Fifth Corps Area eamps:
Camp Enox Lasny 504
Wilbur Wright Field 81
Fort Monroe_.__ T
Bixth Corps Area camps:
Camp Custer. 511
Belfridge Field- T L 61
Chanute Field a7
Beott Field 43
Seventh Corps Avea camps:
Fort Snelling ——_-—-_ 213
Fort Des Molnes 210
Fort Leavenworth 208
Richards Fleld 290
Bighth Corps Area campas:
Fort m Houston 249
Fort Logan £ 127
Fort Sill_ 180
Fort Dliss 13
Brooks Field 23
Ninth Corps Area camps:
Del Monte 133
Camp Lewis 182
Fort Douglas 113
griss%meld b1
ort W. Beott_.. y 25
Fort Worden it 15
Total number trained--_.. o D301

[Nore.—The total number of officers tralned to date is 5,810; 200
have recelved training, as follows: 98 administrative and technieal
officers at posts, arsenanls, and depots in connection with Induostrial
mobilization activities under the jurisdiction of the Assistant Becretary
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of War; 111 by assignment to units of the Regular Army, including 48
in the Hawaiian Denartment., Approximately 700 officers will be
trained, as above stated, during the remainder of the current fiscal
year, with funds held in reserve for the purpose.]

Mr. JEFFERS., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. 1 will

Mr. JEFFERS. I want to get this into the REecorp right

. here. The gentleman says the committee has provided in this
bill that 12,000 be trained this year?

Mr. HILL of Maryland Yes; that means—when I say this
year, I mean the coming fiscal year—this summer.

Mr. JEFFERS. The coming summer. And there are about
63,000 reservists attached to tactical units?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman there
are 63,323 out of a total of 80,000. '

Mr. JEFFERS. 1 do not mean those not attached to tactical
units,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. There are in all about 86,000 re-
serve officers. Five thousand of them are also National Guard
officers,

On Monday, January 21, 1924, Colonel Dickinson appeared
before the subcommittee., I ask that you note what he said as
to the War Department training plans, which was as follows:

Mr. AxTHONY. Colonel Dickinson, will youn give your full name and
status at the War Department for the record?

Colonel Dickinson. Lieut. Col. Howard C. Dickinson, General Staff,
member of the training branch of the operations and tralning division
in charge of Organized Reserves. -

Mr. ANTHONY, Colonel Dickinson, we will be glad If you would give
us a general statement of the work you have done during the last year
in the way of training. Give us the present status of the officers of
the Reserve Corps and what was done In the last year in the way of
training.

TRAINING OF RESERVE OFFICERS,

Colonel DMcriNsoN. The appropriation for the current fiscal year
amounted to $1,755,000, with which the War Department 18 now en-
gaged in the training and Instruction of reserve officers along the fol-
lowing lines: Active duty training at camps during the past summer
provided training for approximately 5,910 reserve officers. These were
trained in each corps area in a series of Organized Reserve camps dur-
ing periods of 15 days. It is proposed to train an additional number
of reserve officers, approximately T00, during the remainder of the
current fiseal year.

Mr, AxTHONY. That Is In the Northwest where you train them?

Colonel DickiNsoN, That will be in all the corps areas.

As to the training projects for the reserves, we are trylng to develop
a continuing program; that Is to say, not confined to any one period
of the year. The War Department’s idea is a continuing program so
that reserve officers will be trained during the entire year. There
are certain times of the year, in certain corps areas, more favorable
to training than other periods, and, furthermore, the convenience of
the reserve officer does not always permit of his receiving training
at a definite, stated time during the year. Some officers can train, for
instance, more conveniently in the spring, others In the summer, and
some in the autumn; so that, looking to the future, when we hope we
will ave more money to train more officers, we want to establish the
policy of a continuing training cycle throughout the year.

NUMBER OF OFFICERS IN RESERVE CORPS.

The Adjutant General reports that on the 1st of Janoary we had
84,500 reserve officers, of which approximately 4,900 are National
Guard officers; Bo we might say that the reserves consist at present
of approximately 80,000 officers of various grades from major general
down to second Heutenant.

Mr. ArxTHONY. Do those reserve officers who hold National Guard
commissions undergo outside training periods during the summer?

Colonel DickiNsox, No, slr; they train entirely with the National
Guard. The reason that they take reserve commissions 18 for the
purpose of giving them a war status solely,

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no duplication of training, then?

Colonel DickixsoN. No, sir.

Mr. ANTHONY, You stated that 5,910 have been called out so far
during the current year?

Colonel DickiNsox. Yes, sir,

Last year 20,000 reserve officers applied for training. About
6,000 were able to get it. The situation this year appears from
the following:

Mr. AxTHONY. Has any estlmnte been arrived at as to the number
of officers who have expressed a willingness to attend tralning camps
during the coming season?

Colonel DickinsonN. No, sir; mo definite or accurate figure. I have
no estimate other than the general impression that prevails mot only
in the War Department but in the fleld, and the reports that we
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get from the corps area commanders and the Regular Army officers
on duty with the reserves, that the reserve officers are extremely
anxious for opportunities to train.

Mr. ANTHONY. What percentage of those ordered on duty for training
last year failed to show up or were released from orders to train?

Colonel DickrNsoN. The percentage was very small, indeed. There
were a few who at the last moment were unable to attend, and a few
were relieved on account of physical disability.

The appropriation for the needed Enlisted Reserve Corps
is of equal importance as part of the gradually developing plan
of national defense.

Note the following statements on this subject:

Mr. AxTHONY. The Hnlisted Reserve Corps: ‘“ For pay, transporta-
tion, subsistence, clothing, other supplies and incidentals,” $50.000
is the Budget estimate for the next fiscal year. You had §5,000 for
the current year. Did yon expend the $5,000 for the current year?

Colonel Dickinson. Yes, sir.

Mr. ANTHONY. There was no appropriation asked for by the War
Department or the Budget for the current year, but the committee
appropriated $5,000.

Colonel DickINsoN. Yes, gir.

Mr. AxTHONY. That has been expended?

Colonel DicxiNsoxn, Yes, sir, with the exception of a small balance.

Mr, AxTHONY. What is the status of the Hnlisted Reserve at this
time?

Colonel DrciinsoN, There are at present 2,352 enlisted reservists,
constituting an increase of about 1,500 over this time last year.

Mr. AxrTHONY. How do you enlist those men; how do you grade
them ?

Colonel DicrinsoN. Under the War Department policy it is de-
gired ultimately to provide the key noncommissioned officers and
enlisted men in all reserve units, The idea would ultimately be to
bave 25 enlisted men, including noncommissioned officers and spe-
clalists for each company or corresponding unit of the reserve, in
order to establish these training cadres ready to absorb the man power
of the country as procured by the selective draft or such other
measures as Congress may enact in time of a national emergency.

Mr. AxtrONY. How many of your 2,000 reservists are noneommis-
sioned officers?

Colonel Dicxinson. Practically all of them.

Mr. AxTHONY. Practically all of them?

Colonel DickinsoN. They are elther noncommisisoned officers or
have been enlisted with a view to their development as such. When
the project of enlistment was first concelved, it was thought that
we would enlist solely noncommissioned officers, but it seems ad-
visable to enlist such good material as is avallable, with a view to
development into noncommissioned officers, and subsequently into
tommissioned officers.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Mageg], the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Rocers], the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr, JerFers], and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Hmr] and many other Members appeared before the sub-
committee urging adequate appropriations for the Reserve
Corps. I also appeared on January 21, 1924, and what I said
then applies equally to-day. Beecause of certain matters I then
took up I will invite your attention fo what I then said.

Mr. Chairman, I do not think there Is any man in the country who
Is more deeply interested, earnestly and from a practical point of view,
in the development and the proper development of the Reserve Corps
than the chairman of this subcommittee, Mr. Anthony. I am here
to-day to say only a word, and I come before the committee with a
great deal of. diffidence, because I feel the committee Is working on
this matter from a polnt of view that we are all interested in. I only
come to present for the consideration of the committee the question
of the amount of fleld training for the reserve organizations and officers,
and I venture to do this because of some practical personal experience
in reference to some of the reserve units and reserve problems,

There are at the present time 24,500 reserve officers. Of these
officers 63,000 are either attached or assigned to various units, which
units are component parts of the six fleld armies, providing for 2,000,000
men to be immedlately frained in ease of emergency,

Experience In the last war showed that if we had a training organi-
zatlon or a more or less definite regimental organization, or other
unitary organization, it was a very simple matter to train the men in
a comparatively short time,

During the past war, in one division, 5,000 drafted men were poured
into this division two weeks before it sailed for France, and those men
were In defensive trenches within three weeks after they reached
France. Therefore it 18 extremely important that the reserve officers
and the reserve organizations be kept in as efficlent a eondition as
possible, ready at any moment of need to receive, traln, conserve the
health of, and command in action the troops that would be drafted. I
venture to suggest to the committee that, there being 63,000 reserve
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officers attached or assigned to existing neccssary tactical and other
units, they should be trained at leasgt once in every three years.

Most reserve officers are oflicers of no large personal means. It is very
difficalt to get officers to consent to come into the Reserve Corps, when we
consider the large number of officers who were in the World War. There
are a great many men who can be counted on in an emergency, but who
will not assume the obligations of the Rescrve Corps In time of peace.
The reserve officers and reserve units thromghout the winter are given
specific forms of instruetion. I know of a reserve regiment which hag
two definite meetings a month, in which the problems of troop handling
are taken up by each officer in order, under the supervision of the com-
manding officer. of the regiment and of the Regular Army executive
officer of the regiment. They also have the correspondence schools
throughout the year,

These officers, if they knew suffielently far in advance that they could
£o to summer eamp, wonld make arrangements to go, but the uncertalnty
of their being able to go prevents them from doing so.

Therefore, ag I sald, with some diffidence but having great confidence
in iliis subcommittee, I wish to suggest to you the advisability of ar-
ranging for the training each year of one-third of the 63,000 officers who
are attached or assigned. That leaves 21,500 not attached or assigned.
Some of those officers would probably be mecessary for field training
once in three years, or it would be advisable to let them have field train-
ing. A number of those nonunit officers, however, are officers who do
not require fleld training. Take, for instance, the officers of ithe Judge
Advoeate General's Department. It is advisable that they should bave
knowledge or previous contact with troops, because the point of view
of a military lawyer is totaily different from the point of view of the
civilian lawyer. - There i8 a decidedly different element required. It
would be advisable that they have training, but I respectfully submit
that it is absolutely mecessary that the officers who are expected to he
company or battalion or regimental officers, or other independent unit
officers, should know that once every three years they will be In the
field for actual maneuvers and training.

AMr. Chalrman, T am very much obliged to the committee for having
lind this opportunity to present this view to you, a5 a necessity for the
national defense under the present defensc act.

Without #ny pay or other monetary compensation, all through the
winter the reserve officers of organixed units ave working for the na-
tional defense,

As an indieation of the work of the reserve organizations yon muy be
intercsted to see the following schedule of work for the month of
February of a reserve Cavalry regiment. .

HBADQUARTERS THREE HUNDRED AND SIXTH CAVALRY,
HowainD STREET ARMORY,
EBaltimore, Md., January 14, 1924
Suhject : NMeferences to be looked up for February meeting.
To: All officers assigned or attached, First Squadron and Head-
guarters Troop, Three hundred and sixth Cavalry.

The following 18 a 1lst of references to be nsed in connection with
the February mesting of the officers of the First Squadron, Three
hundred and sixth Cavalry. This liat was prepared by Capt. Geary
F. Hppley, Three hundred and gixth Cavalry, who Is to conduet the
conference at the February meeting.

The reference marked with red pencil is the one to be looked up
by you. It is expected that you will ¢come to the meeting prepared
to discuss the point or points covered in the reference checlied to
you,

Subject of reference.
Reference No.

General consideration of the troop, troop formations, and
echeloning of B platoons, (Pars, 1, 2, and 3 of Training Reg-

ulations 4254405 and addends.) - _____________ 1
Position of troop huadqnaﬂen and its indlviduals, and the for-

mation of the troop. (Pars. 4 and &. 2
General roles for movements executed by the troop. (Par.0). 3
Line formations. (Pars. 7, 8, 9, 10.) s 4
Colomn_formations. (Pars. 115 12. 13.) G
Thlriolilétme u;n.rem march to the rear, and route order. (Pars. &
r:xlrended order gnd estended-order formations. (Pars. 17, .
I:xgeezadn& orr.l)er formations, continued. (Pars. 22, 23, 24, 25, 8
Mounted action, (Pars. 27, 28, 29.) 9
Tuaglsgio;mt to fight on foot and dismounted combat. (Pars. 10

All required information may be found In Training Regulations No.
420—440 and addenda thereto in the paragraphs as above numbered.
By order of Colonel H———,
G. H, Bamp, Ezeontive Officer,

HeADQUARTERS THREE HUNDRED AND SixTH CAVALRY,
HowARD BTREET ARMORY,
Baltimore, M., Jonuary 23, 198k
Suobject : February meeting.
To : All officers assigned or attnched, Second Sguadron.
As anoounced irv the report of the October meeting, the subject
for the February meeting will be * The school of the troop.” The

meeting will be econducted by Capt. Willlam J. Yetton, Cavalry,
Officers’ Reserve Corps, who has announced the following list of
references. It is expeeted that you will come to the February meet-
ing of the Second Bquadron prepared to diseuss the point or points
covered in the reference checked to you helow !

Buliject of reference (to be found in Training Regwlationg 425-§)5
and wddenda).

Reference
To form the troop (close order—mounted) b
To form the troop (dismounted)_._— - ___ . ____.._
FPositions of officers and noncommissioned officers out
Movements executed by the troop (extended order)
Mounted attaok (the troep acting alone)
Mounted action and di nted action
Supports and reserves
Fire and fire direction
Reconnaissance before combat. . ocoe i Gl cadica ool
Rally

By order of Colonel H

z
o

SREASHEN -

[y

G. H. BArD, Erecttice Officer.

NoTe : The report of the October meeting gave the schedule of monthly
meetings and work for the winter,

All this study and work in the office should be supplemented by prac-
tical field work, certalnly not less than once every three years.

In conclusion, let me quote part of the testimony before the
subcommittee of Gen. John Ross Delafield, president of the
Reserve Officers’ Association: v

Mr, ANTHONY, General Delafleld, we will' be glad to hear from you.

General DeLAPIELD, Mr. Chalrman, 1 appreciate, and I know all
of the officers here appreciute, the privilege of being able to address
you. We are here from different parts of the country for the pur-
pose of attending this hearing, and I would like at this time to intro-
duee to you in n general way the officers whe are here, just naming
them. They are: Lieat, Col. James Barnes, New Jersey; Capt.
Harry C. Lear, Michigan; Lieut. Col, N. E. Borden, Vermont; Lient.
Col. Jenks B. Jenkins, Maryland; Col John 8. Bewell, Alabama;
Lieut. Col, Joseph C. DeVries, New York; Maj. Edward E. McKeighan,
Missouri; Col. Wm, Donghue, Minnesota; Lieut, Col. A, J. Sichter-
mann, Ohio, Maj. J, Ed. ¢, Fisher, Nebraska; Col. John Stewart,
Distriet of Columblia; Maj. R. E. B, McEenney, Pennsylvania; Lieut.
Col. G. G. Reiniger, North Carolina; Brig. Gen. Roy Hoffman, Okla-
homa; Lieut, Col. Phelps Newberry, Michigan; Brig, Gen. John Rosa
Delafield, New York:; Col. Robert H. Murray, New Hampshire; Lieut,
Col, Henry J. Dickinson, Tennessee ; Capt. J. Monroe Stick, Maryland ;
and Capt. Hart G. Foster, Kentucky.

My. Chairman, we have come here in order to do all we can to assist
your committee, For this purpose, we have come from wvarlous parts
of the country, and we will be very bhappy if you will permit us to
sit in at the hearings and listen to Colonel Dickinson's testimony, and
then may I conclude with perhaps a supplemental statement?

Mr. AxTHONY, All right, sir; we will be very glad to have you
make that statement at that time.

General Derasienp, I introduced to you officers from a number of
different States awhlle ago and falled to add that a great many others
bad intended to be here, but were detained In one way or another,
While I was sitting liere, this telegram was just handed to me:

“ Eight hundred Louisgiana reserve officers wish you success
in effort for strongest but least expensive component national
defense system. Effectiveness demnnds strengthening divislonal
organizations and fleld training for 30,000 officers s.nnuully e

That is signed by Colomel Morrill. * % #

The statetnent I want to make is really a statement from the re-
serve officer's point of wview. I want to tell you the story as the
citizen soldier, the reserve officér, sees this whole problem. 1If you
will be good enough to allow me to read parts of correspondence
inecidental to it, I will take only a short time.

As we see it, what we are here for 1s to do what we can to seoure
adequate and ample defense for our country. That is our whola
object and our whole purpose. We are volunteers in that plan, ready
to sacrifice part of our time and our skill and our ability for that
purpose. And that !4 a1l we are here for. We expect no rewnrd
other than the privilege to serve our country in that way. We know
this, that adequate national defense requires that we shall be ready
on time to meet the attack of any first-class power and to repel it,
and we have to be there on time; we have to be ready on time. We
know from the last war that modern war bas to be fought by the
citizen; that medern wara are on such an immonse #cale that no
gtanding army, no regular army, could ever hope to cope successfully
against the enemy. ¥or instance, In our own case, we have approxi-
mately 120,000 officers and men in the Regular Army; approximately
166,000 officers and men of the Natlonal Guard. That makes ap-
proximately 286,000 officers and men. Now, they are a drop in the
bucket that do not count (in nuombers) alongside of the fghting or-
ganization of any first-class power. In thé last war we had 4,000,000
officers and men, and we, together with our allies, had the incon-
ceivable number of 42,000,000 officers and men,
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Mr, AxTHONY., General, does it not all depend on whether we are
going to go across the water looking for first-class power to fight, or
whether we are going to wailt for them to come over here and attack
us? In other words, it is not possible for any first-class power to
bring any considerable number of men to our shores, is it?

General DELAFIBLD, That i a strategic guestion. If we could
bring that number of men to France and, while we may not think it,
it may be quite possible for a first-clags power fo bring that number
of men to our shores,

Now, the national defense act, as we see it, was framed with that
very object in view, namely, to fit the country to meet these con-
ditions. To aralyze it rvapidly, we see it in this way: The ﬂ.egular
Army itself is a body of experts. It is their business to know and
to teach us all the latest implements and the greatest skill in war-
fare. Incidentally, they have the job of policing the Philippines, the
border, and other work of that sort. They are a great body of
skilled technicians for the benefit of the Nation in this scheme, as we
see it. The Natlonal Guard is a section of the volunteer citizens who
can give more time than the rest of us and who are ready to go in
the first line along with the main elements of the Regular Army, and
would be supposed to hold the enemy until the large citizens’ army
can go in and fight and win the war. In other words, they are pre-
paring themselves to hold the pass of Thermopylae. That is what it
amounts to.

The Organized Reserves, of course, represent the great fighting
strength and mass of the Nation. At the present time they are made
up of a Reserve Corps of 80,000 officers and the Enlisted Reserve Corps
of somewhere about 2,300 enlisted men, I believe. It is this great
body that we belong to and that we are thinking of and that we are
satisfied constitutes the real fighting strength of the Nation,

Now, the object Is to get this body into a condition of readiness that
will enable us to do this work effectively and rapidly. With regard
to the organization of the reserves under this system of the national
defense act, it Is worked out for the purpose of efliciency and the
rapidity in getting it into the conflict. In the first place, the officers
are distributed in a territorial system; that is to say, the trained
officers are distributed throughout the country and placed so as to
reccive these drafted and enlisted men, commence training them at
once, even while they live at home, and go right into it and begin
mobilization and so get ready for actual conflict, Others are trained
to go with the Regular Army and National Guard and to complete
their units; others are trained for supply work and procurement,

- - - - * - -

* = ¢ The reserve officers themselves as a body bhave given this
thing a great deal of thought, as well as the individual reserve officera.
It has come up at various meetings, at various times, and they have
made declarations. At their convention in October, at Detroit, they
passed this resolution :

“Be {t further resolved, That appropriations for the support of
the Army should include sufficlent sums to cover the following
needs : An adequate amount to cover the pay and training of at
least 33} per cent of the enrolled Officers’ Reserve Corps each year
and all of the Enlisted Reserve Corps enrolled for the coming
year; to provide adequate transportation for use of the wvarious
headquarters of reserve divisions; to permit and facilitate the
organization of such divisions.”

That this demand of the reserve officers themselves is entirely reason-
able is so obvious as not to need much comment. If you can not get
training at least once In three years, you get very rusty and your effi-
ciency soon goes and your enthusiasm goes and the United States loses
the officer. * But,” It may be said, * they get thelr correspondence
courses ; their Regular Army officers at headguarters give them a cer-
tain amount of theoretical instruction and they read books.” But
they know, as we all of us know, that theoretical training won't make
a soldier, much less a skilled officer, and won’t keep him skilled. The
almost universal demand for this training, for the practieal actual
camp training, Is evidenced by the fact that last year more than 20,000
reserve officers requested this training. Only 6,000 so far have had it;
about 700 or 800 more will get it before the end of the flscal year.
But over 20,000 demanded it.

Finally, gentlemen, the national defense needs a well-trained
and ready reserve. We do not want war. Nobody wants war
less than the trained reserve officer, who is a citizen first of all
and wants to remain one. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time' of the gentleman from Mary-
land has again expired.

Mr. JEFFERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask recognition on the gen-
tleman's pro forma amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. JEFFERS. Mr, Chairman, 1 desire, if the gentleman
from Maryland will give me his attention right here, to con-
tinue along that same line and get this into the record straight.
If there are about 12,000 reserve officers to be trained out of
about 63,000 reserve officers who are attached to tactical arms
of the service, then that means only about 20 per cent, or less

than one out of five. That means that only ence out of every
five years a man who holds a reserve commission can attend
a training camp for 15 days. That is the net result, is it not?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr., JEFFTERS. Well, that illustrates the point that we
should increase the number to be frained each year just as
fast as the Committee on Appropriations or thig Congress can
possibly accomplish it—and I think that more of them should
be trained during this coming summer—we should materially
increase the number to be trained each year, becanuse only two
weeks of fleld training in five years is not sufficient training
experience to keep up the interest of the men who hold these
reserve commissions.

IBII(; HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes,

Mr. HILL: of Maryland. The gentleman has had experience
in the recent war, and T read with the greatest inferest the
gentleman’s remarks when he appeared before the subeom-
mittee, where the gentleman advocated an absolutely and es-
sentially sound system underlying the Reserve Corps, and that
is that of the 63,000 officers attached or assigned to the tactical
units. at least one-third of them should be trained every sum-
mer.

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes; so that each one could go to the train-
ing eamp at least once every three years. We certainly should
provide them at least that much opportunity to keep up.

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes.

Mr. VAILE. K The reserve officer's commission only lasts
five years, does it not?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. That is all

Mr. VAILE. Then on this basis he would be trained only
one summer during the period of his commission?

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes; and that is not sufficient to keep the
interest up to the mark and thereby avail the Nation of this
splendid material which was developed during the war. If
this material can be kept available, and if we can give these
reserve officers sufficient training to keep them interested
and well posted in their work, it will be well worth while,
and it will mean a great deal to this highly important branch
of our present plan of national defense.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I am preparing an amendment
which I think will result in that very thing which has been
referred to by the gentleman from Maryland and the gentleman
from Alabama.

Mr, JEFFERS. Mr. Chairman, in the moment I have re-
maining I wish to address myself to the members of the sub-
committee who handled this bill, and I will appreciate the
attention of the gentleman from Yowa [Mr. Dickinsox] while
I ask him this question: What is the idea in limiting the allow-
ance for members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps when they are
called into active service for training for the 15-day period to
4 cents per mile when other officers traveling to the same sort
of duty get 8 cents per mile? And when this same reserve offi-
cer when ealled in for duty for more than 15 days would get 8
cents per mile but gets only 4 cents per mile when called in for
active duty for the 15-day period of training. Why that dis-
crimination?

Mr. VAILLE. And the enlisted man gets 5 cents a mile.

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. The reason for that is that when
the reserve officer goes to eamp he has not the hotel expenses
and incidental expenses of his trip that the other officer has.
He is provided with a place for lodging and mess tent, and so
forth.

Alr, JEFFERS. But the same reserve officer, if ealled to the
same camp during the same summer to instruct troops, for
example, for 30 days, gets the 8 cents per mile, as I under-
stand it.

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. He is on an entirely different
basis and is not allowed the rations and other allowances in
the Army, and for that reason he must have that additional
compensation.

Mr, JEFFERS. Now, Mr, Chairman, if the gentleman will
allow me, just one further cbhservation——

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. The 4 cents was put in by the
Senate.

Mr. JEFFERS. A reserve officer goes to a summer camp for
his 15-day training period. If he goes home at the end ef the
15 days his traveling allowance is only 4 cents per mile; but
if the same officer is kept in that camp after his 15-day train-
ing period to train other troops, he gets 8 cents per mile, and
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it sirikes me that they should all: reeeive the same regular
allowance of 8§ cents per mile, and it should apply when one is
called in for the 15-day training period just the same as when
one is ealled in for duty for 30 days, for example. They should
all be on the same basis as to this mileage allowance.

AMr, DICKINSON of Towa, If there is any discrepancy here,
it lias not been called to the attention of the committee, and if
it should be corrected I suggest to the gentleman that he take
it before the Senute committee.

My, HOWARD of Nebraska.
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Howanp of Nebraska : Piage 70, line 22,
after the word * training,” strike out the figures “ $1,638,600" and
insert in leuw thereof ** 82,638,600."

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen
of the committee, here we have an opportunity to determine
among ourselves whether this Copgress is a militaristic body
or whether it is a body—I was just on the point of using a
bad word—a body of believers in the Republic. I do not be-
lieve in a large standing Army. 1 voted for the amendment
presented by the gentleman from Minnesota to reduce by 50
per cent our own standing Army.

Mr. WATKINS, My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., HOWARD of Nebraska, Yes.

Mr. WATKINS. TIs it not a fact that $2,638.600 is the som
the War Department estimated?

AMr. \HOWARD of Nebraska,
dollars.

Mr. WATKINS. Is that the sum the War Department
wanted for this purpose? Is it not?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I do not know,
inereasing these figures in the bill by $1,000,000.

Mp. ANTHONY, Did the gentleman inguire what the War
Department asked for?

Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska. ¥Yes,
about.

Mr. ANTHONY. The estimate of the War Department was
$1,087.000, ‘and the approved estimate of the Budget was
§$1,838,600. >

Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska. I have asked for $2.638,600 be-
cause, 08 I said, I do not believe in large standing armies. But
I do believe in citizen soldiery. We can not have a citizen sol-
diery that may be quickly trained and brought into soldiery
shape without educated Army officers, Now, we ecan not have
enough of them out of the Regular Army, which we are fo re-
dnce pretty soon, so I am in favor of manufacturing a great
many new ones by the proposal that I have offered.

Who will constitute this Officers’ Reserve Corps, Mr, Chair-
man and gentlemen? Why, it will be very largely made up of
the young and magnificent fellows who served in an official
capacity during the late World War.

I am offering the amendment only for the purpose of ex-
pressing my senfiments and for the purpose of giving you an
opportunity to joln me if yon want to. I do not desire to
harass the committee In its progress with the bill, I have
several amendments in line with this, but I shall not ask time
to further disenss them other than to say. that I believe this is
the best course for those of us fo pursue who are opposed
to the spirit of milltarism in our Republic.

My, MoKENZIE, Will the gentleman yieid?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Yes.

AMr. McKENZIE, I think we all agree on the matter of a
large standing Army, but I want to call this to the attention of
ihe gentleman from Nebraska: I am a believer in the Officers’
Reserve Corps, and I have always been a stanch friend of the
National Guard, but I have always had this thought in mind,
that whenever we reach a point that the burden of taxation
becomes noticeable then I fear the men who have been op-
posing the Regular Army will turn against the National Guard
and the Officers’ Reserve Corps becaunse it is such a burden
to the people of the ecountry. Therefore, is it not wise to
move rather slowly?

My, HOWARD of Nebraska, Well, T am moving rather
slowly. I am asking only for a couple of million dollars here,
whereas we are appropriating great sums—$8.000,000, $10,-
000,000, and £100,000,000, I noticed a little while ago that an
item went through of $150,000 for stud horses. I do not know
what earthly use our Army has for anything of that kind.

Mr, McKENZIE. I would refer the gentleman to the gen-
tleman from Virginia [AMr., HARRisoN].

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I would be glad to hear from
D,

Mp, Chairman, I offer an

Yes; I am allding a million

I am just

That 1s what I asked

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska: But these fellows took up all
of my time,

Mr. VAILE. Mr, Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment,

I‘I‘he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado is recog-
nized. 1

Mr. VATLE. Mr. Chalrman, T agree with the gentleman who
has just spoken in regard to the necessity of an adequate
Officers’ Reserve Corps and in regard to the merits of the Na-
tional Guard and amply adequate appropriations for both.
These bodies, at least, are bodies of trained officers who will
not be withdrawn from civilian life except in time of war, and,
consequently, they can not furnish arguments to those who
are fond of howling that any preparation for the national
defense is militaristic. T am going to vote agninst the gentle-
man's amendment, however, because it seems fo me the com-
mittee has done wisely to adhere to the Budget.

But I want to get out of my system a few remarks on this
subject of militarism and the opposition to reascnable prepara-
tions for the national defense.

In 1920 we voted an army of 500,000. We have kept whit-
tling that down and down, until It is now 125,000, and that is
slightly more than 1 soldier to every 1,000 of population. It
does not seem to me, with the thunder of cannon of the Werld
War hardly gone from our ears, that that is an unreasonakle
standing Army—1 soldier to 1,000 of population.

This country has been at war one year out of six throughout
Its entire national history, As trustees for the welfare of the
Nation, we are not enfitled to assume that we shall never have
another war. If war shonld come, we shall require an army,
Now, the gentleman frem Minnesofa [Mr. KvaLe] rose yester-
day and proposed fo cut our Army in half. I asked him
what minlmum Army he would like. He said he proposed to
cut it to 62,500 now and to make a further eut as soon as there
were more ladies in the House, which, be thought, would be in
about four years. I hope it will be sooner than that. His
assumption seemed to be that when there are more ladies in
the House we would ultimately abolish the Army altogether.
I have not talked with the one lady Mewber of the House on
the subject of abolishing the Army, but I think the inference to
be drawn from his remarks is a very serjous and unjustified
reflection on the patriotism of the women of the United States.

I well remember when T enlisted at the outbrenk of the Span-
ish ‘War and wired my mother I had enlisted that she sent
back a telegram, * Hope your organization will not be called,
but T am with you” [Applause.] And speaking of women,
my great-great-great-grandmother ran the family pewter spoons
through a bullet mold in order to help her husband establish
a country which would be good enongh for the parents of the
gentleman from Minnesota to live i, and I expeect to be one
of: those who are going to hand down that same kind of a
country to his children, in spite of his efforts and the efforts
of others similarly disposed. In other words, I believe in%nain-
faining an army not particularly for police purposes—the
States should be able to take care of that— but for the national
defense. i

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VAILE. I will

Mr. BLANTON. From the literature we have been getting
lately with the gentleman’s picture on it, T have been rather
inclined to the belief that the gentleman is now influenced by
some female sentiment In the country that would be against
manning the Army. [Lauoghter.}

Mr. VAILE. T do not think there will be any difficulty in
manning the Army when the time comes, But I want some
trained men in it at that time. Since the gentleman has risen,
I would like to answer a question which he has been pro-
pounding to Members with a great rhetorieal flourish. It came
up during the debate on the enlistment of young men under 21
years of age. The gentleman several times rose and said,
“Would any of you want your sons to enlist in the Army under
the age of 212"

Mr. BLANTON, In peace time.

Mr, VAILE. In peace time. And because he does not get
435 men to jump up and say they would, he thinks he has scored
a great triumph.

Mr. BLANTON. I do not get any of them to do it.

Mr. VAILE. Very well; you are going to get one right now.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, VAILE. No; I am going to answer this question In my
own way. The question has been put here half a dozen times.
In the first place, 1 want to say it is not a fair question. If
the gentleman should say to the membership of the House,
Would any one of you want your son to be a hod carrier, and
fail to get a response, and then say, “That proves that the busl-
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ness of @ hod ecarrier is a dishonest business or an indecent
business,” ‘it would be misleading. The reason, of eounvse, is
entirely different. It means that while the business of a hod
carprier is a decent and an honorable business, the Members of
this House hope that possibly their sons may follow soeme pro-
fession a trifte higher: It is not that that profession is not all
right. Under ordinary circumstanees I would not want my son
to enlist in the Army in time of peace, but it is net because the
Army ig not a splendid training school. I believe it is. I have
been in: the Army myself.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chalrman, I ask unanimous consent to
proeeed for five minutes mere.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani-
mous: consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr, WATKINS. Mr. Chalrman, T want to submit to the
House an observation or two in support of the amendment of
the gentleman from Nebraska, and in dolng s0 submit the esti-
mate submitted by the Budget.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman Irom Colorado has asked
to proceed for five additional minutes.

Mr. WATKINS. Pardon me; I did not understand that.

Mr. VAILE. Now, I have not a son 18 years old. The gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. Brantox] will claim that as a great
triumph. If he does not find every man in the House here with
a son of precisely that age, lie immediately thinks he has scored
a great trinmph.

Mr. BLANTON. No; I did not expect the gentleman to hayve
one.

Mr, VAILE. I have a son who will be 18 in 12 years.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska, Wil the gentleman yield at this
time?¥

Mr. VAILE. No; I will not yield at this time if the gentle-
man will excuse me. The gentleman will have plenty of oppor-
tunity to answer me later.

Now, I would rather that my son would net be in the Navy
or in the Army at 18, bat it is'not because I do not regard the
Army or the Navy as a splendid place. It is because 1 hope
he can do something perhaps a little—well, T will say more
luerative, I do net believe T care to have him be a Member of
Congress, because I want him to do something that will enable
him to support his family. [Laughter.] If he ecould be a
doctor or a lawyer or even an editor, it might be a little better
for him than if he was in the Regular Army.

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will permit, T might sug-
gest heing a plasterer, because they are now getting $14 a day
for six days and only werking five days.

Mr. VAILE. That is an excellent suggestion. I think T will
convey that to my boy when he gets that cge. Probably plas-
terers’ wages will then be still higher. [Launghter.]

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield?
The gentleman from Texas has a couple of sons. I wonder if
he would want to make plasterers of, them. [Laughter]

Mr. VAILE. Now, gentlemen, Iet me make this additional
statement. I was in the Army as & private in time of war, but
I never saw action and I never smelled ememy powder. So I
suppose that my experienee is fairly comparable with that of n
man in an- Army cantonment in time of pence.

I want te say that while the boys in my organization, my
fellow privates and noncommissioned officers, were not saints,
they were mighty decent young fellows. I was an officer in
time of peaee, but under mobilization conditions; on the Mexican
berder, and the men in my organization I would put up against
any group of men of similar nymbers and similar general social
conditions anywhere in the United States. I have been com-
mander of a post of Spanish-American War veterans, mainly
composed of ex-Regulars, and I would put those men, for
decency and sobriety and general goodness and merit, up against
any group of equal numbers anywhere, and I would not exeept
the church of the gentleman from Minnesota. [Applause.] I
have helped these men find employment, and I know that em-
pleyers are glad to have them, because the Regular Army
teaches discipline and fidelity to duty and habits of premptness
and accuracy and homor. I mwust say I thoroughly resent the
spirit whieh seems to be growing in the discussions on thissub-
jeet that the Army is an army of ruflians or blackguards or
drunkards or Hbertines, and I am reminded of Kipling's—

We pin't no thin red heroes,

And we ain’t no blackguards, too;
But single men in barracks,

Mogt mmarks.bly like you.

Like all of you, gentleme
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield now?
Mr, VAILH, Xes,

Mr. HOWARD: of Nebraska. Did the gentleman know that
the: gentleman from Minnesota s now absent?

Mr: VAILE. Well, I have not attacked the gentleman from
Minnesota very severely.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Have not attacked him? If
you had attacked me in the way youn did him, I apprehend our
positions would not be the same as they are at this moment,
[Laughter.]

Ml;. VAILE, The gentleman will have an opportunity to
reply.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska, You deliberately stated that the
gentleman froin Minnesoty was praetically trying to ruin this
country of yours and mine,

Mr. VAILE. Istated that the gentleman from Minnesots was
trying to eut our Army in half, and I insist that the effect ef
that would be to ruin this eountry of yours and mine.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Ah, but that is not the way yeu
put it in referenee to the matter. He is not here now and he is
a mild-mannered man, and so am I.

Mr, VAILE. And so am L

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. But before we go any further
it does seem to me that while yeu are resenting the action with
reference to.men who are decrying the Army—I do not know who
they are, I have net heard anybody here decrying the Army—I
have heard a lot of my militaristic mad friends defending the
Army from some fancied insults, and yet I have never heard
the insults omn the floor

Mr. VAILE. I did not yleld for a speeeh.
had kept his ears open he would have heard it.

The OHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Calorado
has expired.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. My, Chairman, I move to strike
out something. [Applause.}

Mr. VAILE, Make it the Army. That will be in accordanee
with the gentleman's position. \

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr, Chairman, I degire to offer an
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska is reeog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman and gentleman,
I am forced to make a comparisen between the mild-mannered
brother from Minnesota wle. is not here te defend himself and
the gentleman from Colerade.

I go at it with a geod deal of trembling, and yet I apprehend
if the gentleman from Minnesota was here this afternocon le
would look over his record in a legislative way and then ex-
amine closely the legislative recoid of the brother who has
denounced him, and he might say this: “ My brether, I think
there may be a striking difference between you and me in our
legislative ideals; but after all,” in the language of Jim Glib-
bersen, the horse trader, he would say, " if there is a difference
between us it is about the same." [Laughter.} And then he
would say, “As I see the difference, I am the advocate of a
reduction of the standing Army of my country, whereas the
only reduction I have ever known the gentleman from Colorado
to advoeate was a reduction. im the populatien generally.”
[Laughter. }

Mr. HILL of Maryland., Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute
for the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the peint
of order that there is an amendment pending and a pro forma
amendment to that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is exhausted. Without ob-
jection, the pro forma amendment is withdrawn and the ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ne-
braska.

Mr. HILL of Maryland, Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute
for the amendment of the gentleman fromy Nebraska.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered as a substitute for the ameéndment of Mr.
Howarp of Nebraska: Puge 76, line 22, after the word “training,”’
strike out the figures “ §$1,638,600" and insert in lien thereof the
following v “$1,837,936."

Mr. HILL of Maryland, Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree
with the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. HowAgp], and it is a further move in the right direction.
That amendment is intended to. obtain a closer dapproximation
of the training in the coming fiscal year for the 15-day period
of a part of the 63,000 out of the 80,000 reserve officers attached
to. the techniecal unit. I only offer a substitute because I
think we have a greater chance of having it adopted, since it
is based on the War Department’s estimate. The substitute I
offer is based on the figures of the War Department in their
original request for 14,151 officers to be trained during the com-
ing summer instead of 12,615 oflicers as planned by the present

1f the gentleman
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bill. I am for training 21,000, but I wish to call attention to
the fact that this cut from 14,000 to 12,000 was not made by
the Subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee. It was
made by the Budget. I would be glad to yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I do not want to ask a ques-
tion, but I will make a statement. I am entirely satisfied with
the figures preseuted by the gentleman from Maryland, 1
simply introduced my amendment as an expression of my
sentiment. If 1 can get it started upward, even for only a
dollar, toward the training of these officers, I shall have
accomplished something in the line of my principle swhich
calls for the training of officers, where we have such a large
standing army. If I had the privilege I would accept the
amentment of the gentleman from Maryland.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman ean withdraw his amend-
ment by unanimous consent.

Mr. HOWARID of Nebraska.
withdraw the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to see 21,000 officers
trained, and, as I said before, I think it Is necessary. 1 hope
you will adopt the increase called for by the proposed amend-
ment, Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer my amendment.

The Clerk again reported the amendment.

Mr. WATKINS, Mr. Chairman, in support of the amendment
I want to submit this observation to the committee. I believe
that it was during the World War wherein it was disclosed that
26 per cent of the young men of this country were defective
physically and unfit for military service. That was largely
due to lack of physical development. It seems to me that one
of the best investments the Government can make is to train
young men of this country physically so that they can make
better citizens, and consequently, if war comes, better soldiers.
The War Department asked for $3,632,777.87 more than the com-
mittee has recommended. Not only that, but the appropriation
bill for the fiscal year of 1924 carrvied $16,224,267.87 more than
this one. It seeins to me, therefore. in view of the results that
we have had from the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps through-
out the United States, that we cuan certainly insecr here und
now the sum that the War Department has recommended by
adopting the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mary-
ol [ Mr. Hirn]. I hope the committee will adopt the amend-

1 ask unanimous consent to

ment.
Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. WATKINS. Yes.
Mpr., CONNERY. Does the gentleman think that the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
was the better one if we could get it through?

Mr. WATKINS. I heartily approve of the Howard amend-
ment, but I thought that the committee would vote it down
for there are no estimates to support it: on the contrary, there
are figures to support the amendment of the gentleman from
Marvland [Mr, Hint]. 1 believe that the records of the late
wiar furnish fizures warranting the amendment of the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. Howarp] and I would prefer that;
but as a practical man, when I c¢an not get what I want, I take
the next best thing.

Mr. CONNERY. I wish to state to the gentleman that I am
heartily in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from
Nebraska.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I fear that the gentleman
from Oregon [Mr. WarkiNs] in making the statement that this
bill earries $16,000,000 less than the current year, sought to con-
vey the idea that there was $16,000,000 less in it for military
purposes,

Mr. WATKINS. No; I quoted the figures here—$3,632,000. I
think that is true, is it not?

Mr. ANTHONY. It is not true.

Howanrp]

Mpr. WATKINS, Is it not less than the War Department
asked for?
Mr. ANTHONY. While the bill carrvied $16,000,000 less in the

totul, it carries over 23,000,000 more for military purposes, and
practically all of the training items in which the gentleman is
interested have been very largely increased over the amounts
carried for the current year.

M, WATKINS., On puge 19 of the report, last column, it
states that the Budget recommended $3,000,000 more, as I read
it, than the committee has given, That is, there is a minus
gign in front of the $3,000,000. I think that this bill carries
$3,000,000 less than the Budget asked for. I may be wrong in
my diagnosis of the fignres, but that Is the way I interpret them.

Mr. ANTHOXNY.
the current year.

Mre. WATKINS, Yes,

Mr, ANTHONY. But the situation is as I tell him, that for
purely military purposes this bill eurries $3.000,000 more for the
next fiscal year than was carried for the ¢urrent year.

AMlr, WATKINS, How much more or less does this bill carry
for the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps and that work than
last year?

My, ANTHONY. It earries a little over $1,000,000 more.

AMr. WATKINS. And how much more or less does it carry
than the Wayr Department wanted?

My, ANTHONY. Only $50.000 less than the DBudget estimite,
which is the figure that the War Department wants, The gen-
tleman must know that in making up appropriations there are
all kinds of estimates that ave orviginally made in reference to
the appropriations. A committee of the General Staff may make
up one estimate,

The officer in charge of the division will make up another.
They are all boiled down before they finally come to the Bureau
of the Budget, and it can safely be said that the figure which
comes ta the committee from the Bureau of the DBudget rep-
resents the amount which is asked for by the War Department,
because the Budget itself, which makes up these estimates, is
composed entirely of military officers,

Mr. WATKINS. I uonderstood that the War
asked for $1,837,000 for this work?

The gentlemun was discussing the figure for

Department

Mr. ANTHONY. That was their original figure; yes.

AMr. WATKINS. So that that would be nearly $200,000 more
instead of $30,000. T understood the gentleman to say $50,000
less?

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman Is discussing one of the

prefiminary estimates of the War Department. Of course it
is Impossible to satisfy all of the inferests that are concerned
in appropriations of this kind. The Reserve Oflicers’ Associa-
tion, which made probubly the first recommendation to the
War Department, wanted $6,000,000 for this purpose. The
War Department itself defended the appropriations before the
comunittee that are asked for by the Budget, and which we
have given, except one which was shaved $50,000,

Mr. WATKINS. Does not the gentleman think that it would
be a good investment from the standpoint of eitizenship and
future soldiers for us to increase this sum?

Mr. ANTHOXY. 1 feel sure that the gentleman wants the
money that is appropriated for the training of these reserve
officers profitably expentled.

Mr. WATKINS. 1 do.

Mr. ANTHONY. I think there iz a limit to which we ean
o in the number of reserve officers that we can profitably train.
We conld order up the full number if Congress saw fit to
appropriate the money, but all that we could do with them would
be to ¢crowd them into camps and give them a series of lectures
by Regular Army officers, It would be impossible to handle
them in a way in which the training would do them any good,
in my opinion. I think that we ought to approach this matter
gradually. We are inereasing the appropriation 100 per cent
each year, and I think we ought to approach it gradually so
that the training which we give these men may be eflicient. If
Congress overdoes it by appropriating too much money, it would
simply mean that the Army would not be able fo digest the
men that we would have on hand.

Mr. WATKINS. The gentleman would say, then, that the
War Department was wrong in asking for more than the
committee has given?

The CHATIRMAN,
has expired.

Mr. WATKINS. AMr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended for
one minute.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ANTHONY. I would not say that the War Department
was wrong, but, as I explained before, all of the original esti-
mates that concern every item in this bill vary from the
estimate that finally comes to us from the Budget.

Alr, BLANTON., My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY., Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman’s experience not con-
vinee him that these bureau chiefs have learned to ask of the
committee much more than they really need on most all
occasions?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think always that the bureau chief asks
originally for more than he hopes to get.

The time of the gentleman from Kansgas
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Mr, HILL of Alabsma. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr, HILL of Alabama. What was the reason that actuated
the committee in cutting down the Budget estimate $50,000%

Mr. ANTHONY. That was the estimate for divisional and
regimental headquarters. For the current year that expendl-
ture was limited to $60,000. This year it is limited to $100;000,
80 that the bill carries an increase of $40,000, practically 80
per cent of the appropriation.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas
has again expired.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the sub-
committee I am very much in favor of the proposition to
increase the appropriation for this purpose. [Applause,] I
think that appropriations ought always to be gufficient to effec-
tuate the purpose for which the appropriations are made,
Msaking an appropriation that would simply give these reserve
officers training 15 days in five years is so insufficient that it
seems to me we had better save our money and not make any
appropriation at all

Mr. BOYCE. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr, HARRISON, I will

Mr., BOYCE. Will the gentleman please inform the mem-
bers of the committee how we are to meet the overwhelming
nation-wide demand for economy and go on continuing the
appropriations beyond the Bundget?

Mr. HARRISON. I would cut out appropriations for a great
many of these overhead expenses.
~ Mr. WATKINS. If the gentleman will permit, if the gen-
tleman from Delaware was here the other day he had a chance
to have us do that by cutting out these exorbitant, outrageous
prices paid to auctioneers——

Mr. BOYCHE. I woted te assist in that.

Mr, WATKINS., In some instances it Is penny wise and
pound foolish.

Mr, ANTHONY. These fees do not come out of the Army
appropriation, they do not figure in this appropriation at all.

Mr. HARRISON. As the gentleman from Delaware has
said, we are all desirous of economy, but how is it economy
to make an appropriation that does not accomplish the object
of the appropriation. If the object is worthy, the appropria-
tion should be adequate; if not, none should be made.

Mr. DICKINSON of Yowa. Would the gentleman centend
it was economy if the Army officers tell us that they are not
in a position to expend this money to aid in the training of
officers?

Mr, HARRISON. I do not see why the officers can not
@id in such training. The amendment is what the War De-
partment asked.

Mr., DICKINSON of Towa. They told the gentleman why;
the hearings will tell the gentleman why.

Mr. HARRISON. I think officers of the Army ecan always find
‘excuse for not doing what they de not want to do? {[Applause.]
Just one more word and I will close. It does seem to me that
if we are going to economize on this proposition we ought to
strike out the appropriation altegether, because I do not
believe an appropriation to train men for 15 days in five years
amounts to anything. It is keeping the word of promise to
the ear but breaking it to the hope. If we are going to do
something along this fraining business we ought to appropriate |
enough money to see that it amounts to something.

Mr, BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., HARRISON. I will

Mr, BLANTON. Will the genfleman explain the $150,000
item to which the gentleman from Nebraska called attention?

Mr, HARRISON., The gentleman means the remount sta-
tion. I can simply say the remount station has been of the
grgeateat benefit in the Army appropriation bill for the last

years.

. Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of having an
Army as efficient as it is possible to have it. I am alse in faver
of decent economy in Government expenditures. We are
charged with a great respounsibility here. Everybody is over-!
loaded with taxes, Everybody all over the United States Is
demanding greater economy and a reduction of taxes, and yet,
everybody is demanding increased appropriations at the same,
time. Now you can not do all these things everybody wants.:
You can mot please them, but what we ought to do is to
see that no money is squandered. We have $£100,000 in this

is what we are trying to do; we are not trying to skimp where
expenditure is needed. We are not trying to expend where
expenditure is unnecessary. If there is any place in the cate-
gory of expenditures where we can afford to economize this is
the item and we ought to economize on this item.

Mr, JEFFERS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN. I will.

Mr, JEFFERS. The gentleman mentioned the fact that last
year for this purpose we had $60,000.

Mr. MADDEN. This year.

Mr. JEFFERS. This year, and the bill provides for $100,000,
and we are trying to increase it to $200,000.

Mr. MADDEN. That is what I understand.

Mr. JEFFERS. I believe the gentleman is talking about
another item. We are not yet on that proposition.

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman, I think, is referring to the
item of divisional and reglmental headquarters, which I dis-
cussed with him.

Mr. MADDEN. This other item ought not to be inecreased.
All the money that ought to be expended for the training of
Teserve officers is in the bill. I hope, whatever amendment may
be pending, it will not prevail. [Laughter and applause.]

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hime].

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the ayes seemed to have it

1Mr. DICEINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a divi-
sion,

The CHAIRMAN. A division Is demanded by the gentieman
from Iowa.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 37.

Mr. JEFFERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers.

The CHATRMAN. Tellers are demanded. Those who favor
the taking of this vote by tellers will rise and stand until they
are counted, [After counting.] Only 18 gentlemen have arisen—
not a sufficient number. Tellers are denied.

8o the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Howarp].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Howanp of Nebraska: Page 70, line 25,
after the word * law,"” strike eut the figures “ $400,866 ' and insert, in
lieu thereof, the foHowing: * $800,466.”

Mr. HOWARD of Nebragka. Mr. Chairman, the substitute
of the gentleman from Maryland to that amendment of mine
was lost, was it not? A

The CHAIRMAN., Tt was.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I do not want to embarrass the
committee. I withdraw all these amendments. I have put the
principle before the House, and it hag been rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered hy the gentleman
from Nebraska is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

NATIONAL BoArp rorR PrROMOTION oF RIFLE PRACTICE,

QUARTERMASTER SUPPLIES AND SERVICES FOR RIFLE BANCES FOR CIVILIAN
INSTRUCTIONS.

To establish and maintain indoor and outdoor rifle ranges for the use
of all able-bodied males capable of bearing arms, under reasonable
regulations to be prescribed by the Natiomal Board for ithe Promotion
of Rifle Practice and approved by the Secretary of War ; for the employ-
ment of labor in connection with the establshment of ountdoor and
Jndoor rifle ranges, including labor in operating tergets; for the em-
ployment of instructors; for clerlcal servicef: for badges and other
insignia; for the transpertation of employees, Instructors, and cividans
fo engage In practice; for the purchase of materials, supplies, and
services; and for expenses incidental to imstruction of citizens of the
United Btates in marksmanship and their participation in national and
international matches, to be expended under the directlon of the Secre-
tary of War and to remalin avallable until expended, $89,000: Provided,
That out of this appropriation there may be expended mot to exceed
$80,000 for the payment of tranzportation, for supplying meals, or
furnishing commmutation of subsistence of civilian rifie teams anthorized
by the Becretary of War to participate in the mational matches.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
the paragraph.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky rose.

The OCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky is recog-

item. It was $60,000 for the current year. Nobody has com- | nized.

plained it was not adequate. Nobody can claim that $100,000
is not enough. Now why should we increase that to $200,000
or any other sum. I hope the House will help the committee
do what obviously ought {o be done, to give a decent appro-|

priation commensurate with the finances of the country. That'

Mr. BLANTON, The gentleman will excuse me,

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, I make a point
of order on the paragraph for the reason that it contains a
number of items which are legislative in their character and
are not authorized on an appropriation bill,
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky wish
to indicate to the Chair the point?

Mr. JOHNSON of Keuntucky. Yes. I was golng to do that,
Mr. Chairman.

Mr. ANTHONY, When the gentleman has finished his points
I would like to have a minute.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, have you the
national defense act before you? ;

The CHATRMAN. Yes; I have the national defense act be-
fore me.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. I invite your attention to sec-
tion 113.

Now, then, Mr, Chairman, I wish the Chair to read section
113 for the purpose of seeing what is authorized, and then read
page 78 of the bill and see what is undertaken to be given under
the bill

In the first place the act provides for shooting galleries and
other places for target practice which have been established or

may hereafter be established with funds provided in whole or

in part by Congress. The bill, on page 78, provides for shooting
galleries and places of practice regardless of how they are
established,

TUnder the bill funds may be expended for operating shooting
galleries and places for rifle practice, no matter when or by
whom established. The law limits the funds to be expended
only to those that have been established in whole or in part
under provisions heretofore provided by Congress. In addi-
tion to that, the bill authorizes rules and regulations to be
prescribed by the National Board for Promotion of Rifle Prac-
tice. There is nothing of that kind authorized in the act.

Tlie CHAIRMAN. What interpretation does the gentleman
give to that phrase “ under reasonable regulations to be pre-
seribed by the controlling authority and approved by the
Secretary of War "1

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The controlling authority is
not to be determined by the draftsmen of this bill by writing
the name of a particular organization in it. If that name
can he written inte the bill the name of any other organization
may just as appropriately be written in. They must confine their
language to that of the act. Again, the bill earries an appro-
priation of $89,900 with which to do certain things; and,
under that language, they can buy guns and ammunition,
whereas the act itself provides that the Secretary of War
shall be authorized to provide for the issue of a reasonable
fniumber of standard military rifles and such quantities of
ammunition as may be available for use in conducting such
practice.

Then, in addition to that, prov‘islon is made for the payment
of the transportation of persons to international matches. In
addition to that, it is provided that this money may remain
available until expended. Then there is a provigo which says:

That out of this appropriation there may be expended not to exceed
$80,000 for the payment of transportation, for supplying meals, or fur-
nishing commutation of subsistence of eivilian rifle teams authorized
by the Secretary of War to participate in the national matches.

That is a negative way of permitting an expense which the
law does not authorize,

Those are several of the items to which I raise the point of
order,

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas wish to
be heard on the point of order?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I think the language
of the national defense act, the section just quoted by the gen-
tleman from Kentucky, gives the widest possible authority for
the encouragement of national rifle practice, and the language
there is:

Under reasonable regulations io be prescribed by the controlling au-
thorities and approved by the Becretary of War,

Now, the controlling authorities are the National Board for
the Promotion of Rifle Practice, and the Secretary of War ap-
proves their recommendations.

1 also want to call the Chair's attention to the fact that the
proviso in this paragraph authorizing the expenditure of—

Not to exceed $80,000 for the payment of transportation, for supply-
ing meals, or furnishing commutation of subsistence of eclvillan rifle
teams authorized by the Secretary of War to participate in the national
matches—

Has been held in order previously, and the ruling ean be found
on page 2615 of the CoNGrESsIONAL RECORD, third session of the
Sixty-sixth Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not so much bothered about
the proviso as about certain other provisions,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, there is no question whatever
but what the feature pertaining to International rifle matches is
subject to the point of order. That is legislation. We have
never authorized the War Department or any controlling au-
thority to send rifle teams—wholly disconnected from the Wur
Department in instances—across the water to Huropean rifle
matches. That is carrylng the matter entirely too far. When
we want to compete with them we will do it on the battle field
and not at these friendly rifle matches.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky, Mr. Chairman, I want to invite
the Chair's attention to some other matters. This bill provides
for the employment of clerical services, The Book of Nsti-
mates has been transmitted by the War Department to the
Speaker of this House and is now officially before the House,
That Book of Estimates shows th t they intend to expend a
part of this money for the purpose of employing 18 clerks; and
gcle Ohair must take official notice of unauthorized appropria-

ons,

~Then, Mr. Chairman, again, in this bill there is a provision
for the purchase of badges and other insignia. That language
is to be found at line 12,

This section is so full of unauthorized stuff that one ean just
keep on mentioning item after items but there are several pro-
visions which stand out glaringly.

There is the provision making the funds available until
expended; there is the proyision for buying badges and in-
signia and for employing clerks, Under it they can buy guns
and ammunition, when the law provides, under section 113,
that the Seeretary of War shall be authorized to provide for
“the issue of a reasonable number of standard military rifles
and such quantities of ammunition as may be avallable for use
in conducting such rifle practice.” Such as is avallable. That
is the only legal provision by which to get ammunition; and
last year, acting under that authority, the Secretary of War
issued to this shoofing-mateh coneern approximately a quarter
of a million dollars' worth of ammunition.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ealls the attention of the gentle-
man from Kentucky to the first part of section 113 of the
national defense act:

The Becretary of War shall annually submit to Congress recom-
mendations and estimates for the establishment and maintenance of
indpor and outdoor rifle ranges, under such a comprehensive plan
as will wltimately result in providing adequate faeilities for rifle
practice in all gections of the country.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Now, read the next sentence,
The CHATRMAN (reading)—

And that all ranges so established and all ranges which may have
already been constructed, in whole or in part, with funds provided by
Congress shall be open for use by those in any branch of the military
or mnaval serviee of the United States and by all able-bodied males
capable of bearing arms, under reasonable regulations to be pregcribed
by the controlling authorities and approved by the Secretary of War.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Now then, Mr, Chairman, the
next elause In thig bill provides for the purchase of badges,
and last year that was stricken out on a point of order; but
this year they have not only placed that item in this section
of the bill but they have placed it in the next one also, There
are a half dozen things making it subject to the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Kansas give
heed? Of the many points called to the attention of the Chair
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, Jomnsox], I do not
know that the Chair ean find anything in this section of the
act that authorizes the item *for the employment of instrue-
tors.,” The Chair is not able to find at this moment author-
izatlon for the purchase of badges and other insignia or for
participation in international rifle matches.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If the Chair will pardon an
interruption there, and I know the gentleman from Kansas will
indulge me, In reference to instructors, provislon is made for
that without pay as the original act provides that * the Presi-
dent is authorized to detail capable officers and noncom-
missioned officers of the Regular Army and National Guard
to such ranges as instructors,” yet the bill proposes to pay for
instructors,

The OHAIRMAN. Of course, if authorized to employ in-
structors ontside, it does not matter that another provision
provides for other instructors to be detalled from the Army
itself.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes; but I do not find any
provision authorizing it.

The CHAIRMAN, That is what the Chair was asking for.
Is the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AntHoNY] able to supply
the authorization for the three items mentioned by the Chair,
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the instructors, badges, and other insignia, and for participa-
tion in international matches?

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Chalr will permit, I think under the
broad language, encouragement of rifle matches, there is author-
ity in that paragraph for the widest range of activities in con-
nection with such work. It is about as broad a paragraph
conveying authority as I have ever seen in an act.

Alr. JOHENSON of Kentucky. And, under that mistaken be-
lief, nearly everything imaginable has been written into the
paragraph, most of it unauthorized.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to
the gentleman from Kansas and the gentleman from Kentucky
that if we would rise now, the matter could be settled by the
time we meet to-morrow morning?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have some more
information about the law.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I saw the Chair was in great trouble
and I thought I would suggest a remedy.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to find out what
the law is and to find out what is aunthorized and what is not.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman

The CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman withhold his request
just a moment until the Chair straightens out this matter?

My, ANTHONY, Mr. Chairman, I think the suggestion of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GArNer] is a good one, that the
committee rise at this time and resume thig matter in the morn-
ing. 1 move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Mappex having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Tinsox, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill H. R. 7877, the War Department appropriation bill, and had
come to no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
WeLceR, for five days, on account of important business.

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr., TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, at the request of many con-
stituents I have introduced two bills of interest and importance,
two separate bills for substantial appropriations out of the Fed-
eral Treasury to permanently recognize two parks, one at the
battle field of Pea Ridge, the other at Prairie Grove, Ark. These
were two of the most important battles west of the Mississippl,
and while the Government has expended many millions on other
battle fields and parks, it has done nothing for these places.

The battle of Prairie Grove was fought on December 7, 1862,
between the Confederates under General Hindman and the
Federals under Generals I, J, Herron and J. G, Blunt., Early on
the day of battle Hindman with 11,000 men moved against Her-
Ton ; the Confederate cavalry first had the advantage, gallantly
driving the Union forces. Herron's entire force then came up,
and Blunt hastened to Herron’s aid. The Federals were supe-
rior in numbers and equipment. The battle lasted the greater
part of the day. The Confederates fought bravely, as they
always did, but finally retreated. The losses on both sides ex-
ceeded 2,400,

On March 6-8, 1862, the severe and hloody DBattle of Pen
Ridge or Elk Horn Tavern was fought, Gen. 8. R. Curtis com-
manding the Union forces and Gen, Earl Van Dorn commanding
the Confederates. The casualties on both sides were heavy, I
had relatives on the side of the South in both battles, and per-
sonally knew many of the brave men and officers participating
in these bloody encounters, They fought well and came home
after the war and honored themselves and their counfry in
peace as they had in war,

I believe this great Government should recognize the brave
men who fought on either side in these great battles by build-
ing a suitable monument, say a statue of Peace, or gome appro-
priate memorial, and should permanently improve, beautify,
enlarge if desirable, acquire more acreage, and establish and
help by annual appropriations to keep in repair and care for
these parks as the Government is doing in many other places.

I have asked that the proposed park at Pea Ridge be named
the Peel National Park, for Col. Samuel W. Peel, once a mem-
ber of this House from the third district and chairman of the
Committee on Indian Affairs. He is now spending the evening
of his long and useful life at Bentonville, not far from this
historic battle field, is over 92 years of age, and is deservedly
the best-loved man in the district. He has traveled the long,
long trail without disecredit; he has played the great game of
life with courage and fidelity.

His life has been gentle, and the elements
80 mixed in him that Nature might stand up
And say to all the world: * This is a man."”

Colonel Peel has always given his best for his family, for his
friends, and the public good, and I desire in this way and by
these poor words while he is yet living to pay this chivalrous
and faithful son of my district the compliment proposed in the
bill to establish and maintain this park in his honor,

CORRECTING THE RECORD.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, several hours
ago I brought to the attention of Mr, Speaker GinLerT the fact
that in the ConNeresstoNAL REcorp containing the debates of
yesterday a part of the Recorp had been materially changed
from the way in whiech it was actually spoken. I refer to the
remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA],
An hour or two ago I told him that when the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union rose, and we had
gotten into the House, I would invite the attention of the
Chair to his remarks for the purpose of having them comply
with the stenographer’s notes; in other words, just as the
gentleman had spoken them, I do not wish to quibble about
small matters, grammatical errors, if any may have occurred,
or the smoothing out of sentences. I propose to overlook those;
but there are two or three matters, and one in particular, which
materially changes the substance of what was said, and I
invite the attention of the Chair to that, for the purpose of
having it corrected. I have the remarks of the gentleman
before me.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I think, under the rules, if
I may state to the gentleman from Kentucky 2

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman be willing
to let this go over until the gentleman from New York is
present?

Mr, JOINSON of Kentucky, I stated to the Chair a moment

ago——
Mr, TILSON. The gentleman from New York is now here.
The SPHAKER pro tempore. I was going to say to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky that under the rules motions to strike
out and correct the ReEcorp usually come after the reading of
the Journal in the morning.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Let us dispose of it now, the matter is
so trivial

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, T have here the
reporter's copy of the gentleman’s remarks, and Inasmuch as
I have never participated in anything of this kind, I ask guid-
ance of the Chair as to how it is to be done.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The manual says:

A motion or resolution for the correction of the RHcorp may be made
properly after the reading and approval of the Journal, and is not
in order pending the approval of the Journal but is privileged after
that.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky., There are many corrections in
this report that are all right, but some which the gentleman
has made are not. I made a request of him yesterday not to
change the record in one particular matter, and I regret to
say that he did not comply with that request, and I ask that
the matter be corrected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the request of the
gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. On page 426 of the Reporter's
copy it reads as follows:

Colonel Hunt may have been guilty of bad judgment. Tt was pointed
ont here that he permifted this prisoner to go without handeuffs, but
all gentlemen know that if Colonel Hunt or any other Army officer
would put handeuffs on a prisoner, there would be 20 or 30 pentlemen
on the floor of this House protesting aguinst the brutality of that
officer,

That has been changed to read:

Colonel Hunt may have exercised bad judgment. It was poloted out
here that he permitted this prisoner to go without handeuffs, but all
gentlemen know that if Colonel Hunt or any other Army officer would
put handenffs on a prisoner * while on a traln or traveling,” there
wonld be 20 or 80 gentlemen on the floor of this House protesting
against the brutality of that officer.

On page 427 of the reporter’s notes the gentleman from New
York is reported as having stated:

After 80 years of service I think it is not fair, it is unjust, to brand
an officer as a traitor because he was guilty of using bad judgment in
a case with which he had no personal coatact,
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That has been ehanged to read as follows:

After 30 years of service I think it is not fair, It I1s unjust, to brand
an officer as a traitor because he was guilty of using bad judgment,
and in the actnal desertion bhe had no personal comtact with thbe pris-
oner at the time.

Mr. Speaker, I eare nothing whatever about the other inter-
lineations; I think the gentleman was entirely pardonable in
making them. But I do ask that a correction be made as to
these items I have referred to. I make the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempeore. The gentleman frem Kentucky
moves to strike out the interlineations referred to In the re-
porter's copy which he has just read,

Mr. LONGWORTH. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, LONGWORTIL. Has the gentleman from Kentucky a
right to inspect the manuscript of another's remarks where
those remarks have not cast any reflection on the gentleman
himself in any way? The rule in the Manual, section 908, at
the bottom of the page, says:

A Member Is not entitled to inspect the reporter’'s notes of remarks
which do net conianin reflections  on himself delivered by another
Member and withbeld for revision.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Bpeaker, this has been done
many times.

Mr., JOHNSBON of Kentucky. If the genileman from Ohio
[Mr. LoxcworTH] will pardon me, I gay that these remarks
were not held for revision, because the gentleman did not have
leave to revise,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the remarks of Members are always
revised. .

Mr, GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this is a question of
the integrity of the proceedings of the House. As I under-
stand it, if a gentleman has a right to revise and extend his
remarks, then another gentleman can not have that copy of
the stenographer's notes, because then he has a right to take
them 4ll out and put in new entirely, but this is a guestion of
where the revision has been made without the permission of the
House or of the committee, according to my understanding,

Mr. TILSON. Does the gentleman understand that a Mem-
ber has no right to revise his remarks where he does not
chanige the substance and without adding new material, that
he has no right to revise the remarks without the special per-
mission of the Honse?

Mr. GARINER of Texas. I do not know what the rules pro-
vide; of course, the custom is to go ahead and revise your
remarks where you do not change the substance of your state-
ment. What the rules provide I do not know.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky., But the substance is changed
here,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman from EKentucky [Mr.
JounsoN] says that the substance of what the gentleman from
New York [Mr. LaGuaznra] said has been changed entirely.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, that statement is absolutely untrue,
and 1 will submit the stenographer’s notes as to whether the
substance has been changed.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would not have any quarrel with
the gentleman as to whether a statement made by the genile-
man from Kentucky is true or untrue, because the gentleman
from Kentucky can take care of himself in that respect.

Mr, LONGWORTH. I think that would be true if the sub-
stance was changed in a way which would put another Mem-
ber who would ask a question, perhaps, in a false light, but
where it is merely a change of two or three words, perhaps,
to add or detrnct from the force of the general statement,
where it does not reflect in any way upon another Member, or
change the purport of the debate, then the Member, as 1 under-
stand it, has not overstepped the limits of revision.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. LoveworTH] must remember that over my protest in con-
versation with the gentleman from New York before this change
was made, and without his having leave to revise, he has quali-
fied his statement for the purpose of making it as harmless as
possible, when he had made a very broad statement.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, may I be heard upon this?
I think I am somewhat concerned in it. The gentleman from
Kentucky just stated that I made a change in revision to soften
the statement I made eriginally. I say that I have done noth-
ing of the kind, and the gentleman knows that, I did not do
anything of the kind. /I added those three words there, and I
told the gentleman this morning that I did it. I walked over to
the desk and told him that I did it

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course T yield.

Mr. JOONSON of Kentucky. The gentleman says that he
walked over and told me about it. At that time I had not seen
this Itecorp, and my suspicions were aroused by the gentleman's
having said what he did. I then sent down and got the original
manuscript, and after I saw that he had materially changed if,
then I went to him and spoke to him about it and asked that
he be here at this time for the reason that I was going to
malke this motion.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. My, Speaker, I leave it to my collengues
whether I have materially changed the Reporter's manuscript.
As it read originally it is as follows:

It was polnted ont here that he permitteq this prigoner to go with-
ot handcufls; but all gentlemen know that if Colonel Hunt or any
other Army officer would put handcuffs on & prisoner—

And go forth.
Then I added the words:

While on a train or traveling,

Does that materially change it?

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Whether 1 said that at the time or not I
do not know, but I stand by the stenographer’s minutes. The
other change is this, and it was abgolutely necessary to qualify
it. As it reads in the original copy it is as follows:

After B0 yenrs of segviee, 1'think It is not fair, 1t is wninst, to brand
an officer as a traitor becaunse he was gufity of using bad judgment
in & case with which he had no personal contaet.

Now, that was all right in the argument, and I changed it
this way. I strack ent “in a case with which * and inserted
the werds “in the aectual desertion he.” So that it reads,
“And in the actual desertion he had no personal contact with
the prisoner at the time."

If that is a material change I am willing to submit to the
judgment of my colleagues.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentueky, That is a material change he-
cause the officer about whom we were discussing had had
actual contact. This changes the gentleman's statement to
that effect.

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the motion
of the genileman from Kentucky to strike out the changes
Indicated.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the poes
appeared to have it,

Mr, JOENSON of Kentucky. I ask for a dlvision,

Thg& House again divided; and there were—ayes 18,
noes

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I want to chal-
lenge the vote, and ask for the yeas and nays and make the
point of order that there is no quornm present,

Mr, LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. WIII the gentleman from Ohio
withhold his motion a moment? §

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman
from Ohio has been recognized in the midst of a sentence com-
ing from me,

Alr. LONGWORTH. I understood the gentleman from Ken-
tucky to make the point of no guorum.

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
challenges fhe vote and makes the point of order that there
is no gquorum present.

Mr, LONGWORTH. Whereupon the gentleman frem Ohio
moved that the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would ask the
gentleman from Ohlo to withhold his motion.

Mr, LONGWORTH. I would be glad to do so—

‘Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman from Kentueky. must
withhold his point of no quorum, otherwise it will be impossible
to transact any business.

CONFERENCE REPORT—DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker pro tempore, act-
ing in the dual capacity of the chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations and as Presiding Officer, desires to file a con-
ference report. He would like very much to file it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will withhold it.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. The gentleman from Kentucky
might lose seme of his rights.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title
of the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 7449) making appropriations to supply deflelencies in
certain appropriations for the fscal year ending June 30, 1924, and
prior fiseal years, and to provide supplementary appropristions,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, Ordered printed under the rule.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
inquiry.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Would the gentleman mind withhold-
ing his point of no querum in order that I might ask unani-
mous consent to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow? I ask unani-
mous consent, Mr. Speaker, that when the House adjourns to-
day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
guest of the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. RUBKY. Mr. Speaker

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky.
inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask
what the status of this matter will be to-morrow morning?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be the first business in
order. as the Chair understands it, to-morrow morning, if the
gentleman from Kentucky calls it up.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr., LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, T move that the House
do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 15
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
March 28, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon,

Mr, Speaker, I object.
Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

418. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a communication from the
President of the United States, transmitting a draft of pro-
posed legislation * To authorize temporary executive disposi-
tion in the public Interests of the services of officers subject to
executive control,” was taken from the Speaker's table and
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion. H. R. 7995. A bill to limit immigration of aliens into

the United States, and for other purposes; minority views,
part 2 (Rept. No. 350). Referred to the Committee of the
Wheole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 236, A resolu-
tion providing for the consideration of H. R. T995, to limit
immigration; without amendment (Rept. No. 381). Referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota: Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, 8, 2488, An act to authorize the city of
Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construet a bridge
across the Mississippi River in said city ; without amendment
(Rept. No. 382). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. HAUGEN : Committee on Agriculture. S. 2112, An act
authorizing the Department of Agriculture to issue semi-
monthly cotton-crop reports and providing for their publica-
tion simultaneously with the ginning reports of the Depart-
ment of Commerce; without amendment (Rept. No, 384). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. GARBER : Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 6208, A
bill to permit the leasing of unalloted lands of Indians for oil
and gas purposes for a stated term and as long thereafter as
oil or gas is found in paying quantities, and for other purposes;
with an amendment (Rept. No. 386). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Committee on the Judiciary.
L R. 4445. A Dbill to amend section 1156 of the act of March 3,
1911, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws
reluting to the judiciary ”; with an amendment (Rept. No.
385). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr, LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 6400, A
bill for the relief of dispossessed allotted Indians of the Nis-
qually Reservation, Wash. ; without amendment (Rept. No. 887).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr, YATES: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 644. A hill
providing for the holding of the United States distriet and cir-
cuit courts at Potean, Okla.; with an amendment (Rept. No.
888). Referfed to the House Calendar.

Mr. DYER : Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 4168, A bhill
to amend an act entitled “An act to punish the unlawful break-
Ing of seals of rallroad cars containing interstate or foreign
ghipments, the unlawful entering of such cars, the stealing of

freight and express packages or baggage or articles in process of
transportation in interstate shipment, and the felonious asporta-
tion of such freight or express packages or baggage or articles
therefrom into another district of the United States, and the
felonious possession or reception of the same,” approved Feb-
ruary 13, 1913 (37 Stat. L. p. 670) : with amendments (Rept. No,
389). Referred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTII,

Mr. FREDERICKS : Committee on Claims, H. R, 6012, A
bill to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to ascertain
the cost to the Southern Pacific Co., a corporation, and the
amounts expended by it from Deecmber 1, 1906, to November 30,
1907, in closing and controlling the break in the Colorado River,
and to render judgment therefor, as herein provided; with
amendments (Rept. No, 383). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8262) to fix the compensation
of officers and employees of the legisiative branch of the Gov-
ernment; to the Special Committee to Consider the Adjustment
of Salaries of Officers and Employees of the Legislafive Branch.

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 8263) to authorize the
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay to certain supply offi-
cers of the regular Navy and Naval Reserve Force the pay and
allowances of their ranks for services performed prior to the
approval of their bonds; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. PRALL: A hl]l (H. k. 8264) to authorize the cession
to the city of New York of land on the northerly side of New
Dorp Lane in exchange for permission to connect Miller Field
with the said city’s public sewer systemr; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 8265) to establish the Peel
National Park at the Pea Ridge battle field in Benton County,
Ark.; to the Committee on the Publie Lands.

B) Mr. YATES: A bill (H. I&. 8266) for the erection of a
publi¢ building at Springfield, 111, and appropriating money
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr, HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 8267) for the purchase of
land adjoining Fort Bliss, Tex.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. KIESS: Resolution (H. Res. 237) authorizing the
printing of the annual report of the Governor of Porto Rico;
to the Committee on Printing.

. Also, resolution (H. Res. 238) authorizing the printing of the
report of the Governor General of the Philippine Islands; to the
Committee on Printing.

By Mr. McFADDEN : Resolutlon (H. Res. 239) authorizing
the select committee appointed under House Resolution 231 to
employ stenographic and other assistance, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resplutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 8268) granting a pension to
Huston Tate; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DICKINSON of Towa: A bill (H. R. 8268) for the
relief of Howard A. Mount; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM : A bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief
of the owner of the schooner Itasca and her master and crew;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. RR. 8271) granting an increase
of pension to Mary W. MecGuire; to the Committee on Invalld
Pensions.

Dy Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8272) for the relief of John
Hyatt; to the Committee on Claims, _

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL (by request) : A bill (H. R. 8273)
for the relief of the estate of John C. Phillips, deceased; to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also (by request), a bill (. R. 8274) granting a pension to
Annie Kerwin Doherty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 8275) granting an increase
of pension to Rhoda Hart; to the Committes on Invalid Pen-
slons,

By Mrs. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 8276) granting a peualon to
Thomas B. Hanoum ; to the Committee on Pensions,
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By Mr: STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill:(Hi R.8277) grant:
ing a peusion to George A: Hoover; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. BAXER: A bill:(H, R 8278)  for the relief of Mar-
garet B. Stover; te the Committee: on.Olaims.

By Jr: SANDRERS of Indiana:; A bill (I1: R 8279) granting
a pension to Dr. Ernest Cooper; to therCommittee on Pensions;

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8280) for the relief of Charles
W. Mead; te the -Committee on .Olaims. .

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R,.8281) granting a pension to
Orominah Dates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, BETC.

Under clause-1.ofiRule XXII; petitions:and papers-were. laid
on. the Clerk’s desk and referred as.follows:

2(43. By, the SPEAKER, (by request) : Petition of officers.

and  members- of . Court Independence, No. 123, Foresters: of
America, urging: Congress- to- give - favorable . consideration, to
the Kdge-Kelly bill; to the Committee on the.Post Office: and
P(gst Roads. . )

2044, Also. (by request), petition.of the executive committee
of the conference of aiftorneys general, urgitg: that sufficient
money be appropriated by Congress-to enable the Federal Trade
Commission to prevent unfair trade practices-in the produoction,
manunfacture; and distribution of gasoline; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

2045, By Mr, DALLINGER: Petition of 'American citizens of
Polish birth of Cambridge, Mass;, i opposition to the Johuson
immigration bill; te  the Committee on Immigration and
Nutoralization.

2046, By Mr. HUDSPETH: Petition of 'El'Paso Lodge, No.
509, 1. O B. By, i opposition to Johnson .immigration bill; to
the Commmittee on Immigration and Nuturallzation.

2047, By Mr. GALLAVAN: Petifion of  Boston: League of
Catholie Weonren, Mrs: Frances H. Slattery, president, opposing
the equalirights:amendment: to the-Federal Constitution pro-
posed by the National Women's Party; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

2048, Also, petition of Tdeut. H. Ti. McCorkle Camp, No. 2, the
United | Spanish War- Veterans, Soldiers’ Home, Tenn., recom-
mending-early and favorable congideration of: House bill 59343
to the Committee on:Pensions..

2049. By Mr: KELLER: Petition of Chapter No. 2, Disabled
American . Véterans:of ! the World War, protesting against: cer-
tain recommendations-of the.Senate committee which Investi-
gated the: Veternns® Bureau; to the CUommittee on World War
Veterans' Legislation.

2050, By: Mr; RETCHAM : Petition of Harry Keilm and 2f
citizens. of ' Niles; Mich., urging: that: alll strietly. mititary sup-
plies be manufactured in the Government-owned navy yards
and arsenals; to the.Committee on Naval Affnirs.

2051, By Mr. KIESS: Petltions of citizens-of Clinton County;
Pa., favoring the passage of restrictive immigration bill; to the
Oommitteeson: Immigration and Naturalization.

2052. By Mre MICHAHRLSON: Petition of Hikhart Branch;
Railway Mail Association; Ohicago, 111, favoring:an increase of
salaries for postal employees; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

2053. By Mr. MILLER of Washington: Petition of the
Seattle Chamber of Commerce, urging the United States
Senate  amd  House ofi Representatives to maintain: the Navy
at the full strength and 'effectiveness: allowed under the treaty
and  the: recommendations made by the naval eommissions-be
enacted into law; to the.Committee-on: Naval Affairs;

2054: By Mr. SCHALL: Petition:of I H: Sund,: secretary; of
the Business .and Professional Men's: Associatien of Minne-
apolis, Minn., indorsing. Philippine independence; to the Com-
mitree on Insular Affairs

2055. Also, petition of George A. Thompsgon, secretary of
the Gonopus- Club, of: Minneapolis,. Minn., indorsing  Army
Appropriations bill for training of Organized Reserves and main-
tenance of the reserve headquarters; to the Committes: on
Military Aftairs. ]

2056. Also, petition of R. E. Lecnard, secretary: of the
Rotary: Club, of St. Paul, Minn, indorsing  national defense
act; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

2057. By Mr. SITES: Petition of ecitizens of the Btate: of
Pennsylvania, urging the: enactment: into . law of legiswtion
#imilar-or:identical with the Brookhart-Hull bill (8. 742 and
H. R. 2702); requiring that:all strictly military: supplies be
manufdctured: in: the: Government-owned navy; yards and ap-
senals and providing for the stabilizing of production and em-
ployment:in Government' induostrial establishments- by the: use
of these plants: for: the - manufacture: of articles: required by

other- departments. of| the: Government; to- the: Committee on
Nuval  Affdirs;

2058. By Mr. SMITH: Petition of ladies of Shakespeaiian
Club. of? Coeurm d’Aleney. Idaho, against legislation legalizing
205 pervcent beer ; to.the:Committee om the Judiciary,

2069. By Mr: STRONG of Pennsylvania: - Petition. of' Slate
Lick Clouncil, No. 337, Fraternal Patriotic: Americans, in favor
of further restricting immigration ; to: the -Committee on Tmmi<
gration and Naturalization.

2060. By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of) Bay. State  Division, No.
413, Order of Nailway Conductors -of ‘America, favoring coaet-
ment of Senate hill 155T:and House bill 3674, to' determine mili-
tarysstatus. of Russian, Railway Sevvice: Corps daring - World
War; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

2081 By Me, YOUNG :; Petition of 'Alex- Neff and other citi-
zens of Arena, NJ Dak, and Godfrey Berg and other -citizens
of Alexander; Ny Dak., urging: the: passage of! the Norrig
Sinelair: bill} - to the Committee on- Agriculture.

2082. . Alse, petition. of 7 32 citizenss of i Kensal, Ny Dak., and
0. J. Nygaard and other citizens:ofi Woadworth, N. Dak.. urge-
ing the passage of the MeNary-Haugen bill; to the Comniittea
on Agriculture..

SENATE..
Frivay, March 28, 192}

The Chaplain, Rev, J. J. Muir, D. D; offered the following
prayer:.

O Liord, our Lord, Thou art indeed a:good and’ gracious- God
in Thy, dealings withius; Thou-art:so-patient ~and ! loving rand
always:ready: to help us. in: times: of T need:) (ive us: strength
in our: weakness; wisdom in our: folly, direction in the right
path of duty. Lead us-ever onward in the: straight and narrow
way, under the guidance of Thy Spirit. Be very near to us
to-day. Help-us, we beseech of!Thee, torunderstand Thy will
and be glad to do it, so thatowhen the shadows of evening guther
about us we may be able to say we. have. walked | with  God
inthe lise of dufy this day, We ask in Jesus’names Amen:

The reading clérk proceeded fo read the Journal 'of 'yesterday’s
proceedings when, onr request of "Mr. Curris and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with -and the Journal
was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL..

My, OURTIS. Mr. President;. I suggest the absence of a

quorum,
The: PRESIDENT! pro: tempore..  The: Secretary will call the
roll.
Thei principal clerk:called the roll, and thefollowing Senators
answered to their names:

Bayard Megs . King Robinson
Boralh, Fleteher, Ladd. Shisppard |
Brandegee- Frazier Lodge Shortridge
Broussard George “MeKellur Smith
3ruce. Gerry: McKinley ‘Bmoot:
DBursum Glass MelLean Stanfield
Cameron Gooding. McNm?r Stephens .
Cupper Hale Mayfield Swanson
Caraway Ifarreld 13 Trammell
olt Harris Norris Wadsworth
Copeland Harrison Oddie Waish, Mags,
NHENE eflin Overman Wilsh, Mont
Cumming. Howell s Pepper Warren:,
Curtls.. Johoson, Minn, . Pittman Watson.
Dale Jopes, N Mex,, Ralston Weller
IHak« Jones; Wash: Itansdell Willls
il Eendrick od,
Ferris Keyes . Reed, Pa.

Mr: OURTIS: I wish to announce- that' the Senator from
Iowa . [Mr. Broormart]; the: Senator  from: Arizons [Mr,
Asaurst], and the Senator from Montana. [Mr. WHEELER] jare
attending: hearings. before a. special  investigating committee
of the Senate.

I was alsor requested to annonnce the absence of the junior
Senuter: from Wisconsin [Mr. Linzgoor] on account of illness

Mr. McKHLLAR: I desire to announce: the .absence of my:
colleague [Mr; SHiELps] on account of ‘illness. I ask that this
announcement may stand for the day.

The PRESIDENT pro, tempore. Seventy Senators
answered to thelr names: There i3 a guorum present..

“DANGFE IN NATIONAL CONTROL OF EDUCATIGN."

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr: President; I ask to have:printed;in
the:Recosn -a: very interesting-and able editorial in,the - Baltis
more- Manufaeturers Reecord. of. the: 20th- instant entitled
“ Danger in national centyol of edueation” :

have
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